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A Sign of the Times 


Time was when a nationwide mobilisation of 
the Left for an anti-racist demonstration in 
central London would have seen upwards of 
5,000 marching through Trafalgar Square. 
Unkempt, unwashed and unthinking, may be, 
but at least the Marxist organisers would have 
had the numbers they needed to justify their 
fellow-travellers in the BBC and ITV making 
the activity a major news item that evening. 
This, no doubt, was the intention of the Anti- 
Racist Alliance last month when they 
announced a ‘Trump the Race Card’ march 
from Temple to Trafalgar Square. The event 
was designed largely to show solidarity 
between the ARA and the Muslim community, 
some of whose leaders claim to have been 
neglected by other anti-racist groups. 
Advance publicity did indeed suggest that 
5,000 would turn up, but on the Great Day 
itself it became clear that the ARA had been, 
to put it kindly, mildly over-optimistic. By 
march-off time a mere 250 members of the 
Great Unwashed had assembled as instructed 
by Temple Tube station. Whereupon the 
police added insult to injury by telling the 
shaken organisers that they had no intention 
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of disrupting the traffic for such pitifully 
small numbers and that the “‘march’’ would 
therefore have to take place on the pavement. 
For the Anti-Racist Alliance, and for the 
Left in general, the event wasa disaster. ARA 
leader Marc Wadsworth made excuses by 
alleging that the event had been “‘sabotaged”’ 
by rival Marxists (no doubt particularly certain 
gentlemen of the Zionist persuasion) who had 
alleged that the speakers would include a 
supporter of Hamas. This was supposed to 
have put off hordes of TUC members, although 
the banners on display on the day did include 
the T&G's Ford Dagenham branch, so it 
seems more likely that the thousands of their 
colleagues who didn’t turn up simply couldn’t 
be bothered. A combination of increasingly 
arrogant and pushy ethnic minority groups; 
exasperation with immigrant crime, and 
growing worries about job security, are forcing 
many misguided Britons who would once 
have marched against ‘‘racism’’ to understand 
that their interests are better served by staying 
at home on Saturday and mowing the lawn. 
In fact, their interests would be much better 
served by getting out and helping to build the 
powerful Nationalist movement which is the 
only hope they have of seeing an end to these, 
and many other, problems. Of course, this 
won’t happen overnight, but the collapse of 
the militant multi-racialist Left is at least the 
start of the process. 


Mad Cows? Mad System! 


While the debate about whether or not Mad 
Cow Disease can be transmitted to humans 
rages inconclusively, the whole sorry story 
has at least exposed some of the key factors in 
the long and painful decline of Great Britain 
from a world power to a pauperised province. 

The roots of the affair, of course, can be 
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traced in the criminal irresponsibility 
engendered by the free market theorising 
which puts pursuit of a fast buck before all 
other considerations —such as whether it is 
really a good idea to enforce cannibalism on 
herbivores under the guise of protein 
supplements. The farming industry has been 
roundly condemned for this revolting practice, 
but in fact it was farmers themselves who first 
blew the whistle on this extra profit-making 
wheeze developed by the big feed companies. 
These multi-national giants took years to 
admit to what they were doing, while farmers 
complained that they were guarding their 
secret animal feed formula as though it was 
the recipe for Worcester Sauce. 

The same ideological dogma then 
compounded the damage by bolstering the 
Government’s repeated refusal to make a 
decent sum of money available for research 
work into the whole BSE problem and the 
long-established possible danger of eating 
infected brain tissue. This was recognised at 
least as early as the 1950s with the discovery 
that cannibal tribes in New Guinea were 
plagued by a disease called Kuru, which bore 
all the signs of CJD (the human version of 
Mad Cow Disease) and seemed to be related 
to the practice of eating victims’ brains during 
mourning rituals. 

This irresponsibility exploded into the full- 
blown incompetence which has characterised 
H.M. Government’s handling of the scare. 
which has seena single ill-chosen Ministerial 
sentence set in train a series of bungling 
evasions and over-reactions which—with the 
help of hysterical rumour-mongering by the 
mass media, have wrecked havoc on a vital 
sector of the national economy. 

The irresponsibility of the media was, to be 
fair to the hacks, more than matched by the 
antics of the opposition parties. Labour front- 
benchers made it all too clear that they saw in 


all this not a threat to thousands of hard- 


working farmers and hundreds of thousands 
of ancillary jobs, but a golden opportunity for 
some telling sound-bites. 

And while Britain’s political pygmies 
bickered and dithered, our ‘‘partners’’ in the 
European Community seized the opportunity 
to remove British beef-farmers from their list 
of competitors. In view of the fact that it is 
common knowledge that the BSE problem is 
much worse in many European countries than 
in Britain, the blatant hypocrisy of the move 
has stunned all but the most hardened Euro- 
Realists. 

Which brings us to the one bright side of 
this sad catalogue of disasters. Over the next 
few months, the BSE scare may lead to the 
culling of 4.5 million cattle, severe damage 
to the balance of payments, and even more 
bankruptcies and suicides among the forgotten 
backbone of the nation—the farmers. But it 
has also awakened hundreds of thousands of 
normally sleepy-headed Britons to the deadly 
danger posed to our national independence 
and survival by the EC racket so favoured by 
the vast majority of MPs . Mad Cows may yet 
save us from Lunatic Politicians. 


In headier days: Walesa the agitator 
surrounded by enthusiastic followers. 
But he had no idea of how to rule. 


A cobbler returns to his last 


Lech Walesa, the Polish ‘Solidarity’ leader, 
last month returned to his old jobas electrician 
in the Gdansk/Danzig shipyard where he first 
acquired fame in the 1970s organising strikes 
against the communist puppet government. 

Quite a come-down from having been 
president of Poland for five years between 
1990 and 1995! 

Walesa’s rise from his work bench to the 
presidency was the stuff of which romantic 
fiction is made. There was just one problem. 
When he got there he hadn’t the foggiest idea 
how to do the job. His leadership of Poland 
was a total shambles and, inevitably, the 
people who once worshipped him got tired of 
him and booted him out of office. That was 
last year, when he was beaten in an election 
by a former communist, Aleksandr 
Kwasniewski. 

It’s all rather sad, but it ought to be 
instructive. Walesa wasa brilliant ‘politician’. 
Charasmatic, persuasive and an energetic 
organiser, he had all the qualifications to 
become a popular agitator and vote-winner. 

But he was no good at exercising power. 

Isn’t this what so often happens in 
‘democracies’? Under the democratic system, 
any Tom, Dick or Harriet can clamber to the 
top national offices - if they knows how to get 
the masses on their side. 

But that doesn’t qualify such people for 
government. Government needs trained 
specialists - men fit to rule. 

Walesa was trained as an electrician in a 
shipyard. But this isn’t a matter of class. A 
trained accountant, solicitor or doctor would 
inall probability be equally at sea in the office 
of a nation’s president or prime minister. 

The dilemma of ‘democracy’ is that it 
raises to power people who have the ability to 
win popular support but are so unqualified in 
the science of actual government that they are 
seldom able to deliver to the people the good 
times they have promised them. 

So that in the end government ‘for the 
people’ becomes a phantom and a sham. 


Oui (Lone 


Revamp achieves nothing 


Among the less publicised but more interesting 
results of the parliamentary by-election in 
Tamworth last month was the one obtained 
by Sharron Edwards, the ‘National 
Democrat’, who ended up with 358 votes 
(0.82 per cent of the poll). In case that party 
label is unfamiliar to readers, we should 
explain. The ‘National Democrats’ comprise 
the main rump of the former National Front, 
which a short time ago opted to change its 
name — imagining that the party’s old name, 


rather than its inept leadership, was to blame . 


for its failures. The switch to ‘National 
Democrat’ was part — together with dropping 
the policy of compulsory repriation of 
coloured immigrants — ofa revamping of the 
party’s image intended to make it seem less 
‘extreme’ and more ‘acceptable’ to the voting 
public. 

The 0.82 per cent of the vote in Tamworth 
was the result. 

Some NF — sorry, ND! — supporters 
would no doubt claim that this vote would 
have been better had it not been for the 
intervention of a candidate put up by the UK 
Independence Party (anti-European Union), 
who gained 1,272 votes, or 2.92 per cent of 
the poll. Well, the British National Party 
faced UKIP in the parliamentary by-election 
in Dagenham in June 1994 and the result, as 
a portion of the total votes, was: BNP 7 per 
cent; UKIP 2.1 per cent! 

Will the image-changers never learn? 


Plumbing the depths 


Regularly we feel that our politicians have 
reduced Britain to the lowest depths of national 
shame and humiliation possible, yet regularly 
some new piece of news demonstrates that 
we can sink even deeper. 

It was reported last month that Labour 
leader Tony Blair, as part of his election- 
eering drive, was preparing to visit the United 
States. We don’t quite know why because we 
were under the impression that the election in 
question was going to be a British one. 
However... 

Shortly following this news came a report, 
published in the Sunday Express of the 7th 
April, which said that Labour had reacted 
with seething anger to a dossier prepared by 
Tory chiefs and sent to supporters of the 
Republican Party in the US. The dossier, 
headed ‘Tony Blair’s Un-American 
Activities’, detailed the Labour chief’s 
background as a left-winger and his record of 
statements unfavourable to America. Said the 
SE of the dossier: *‘It was prepared by officials 
at Tory Central Office and is believed to have 
been approved by senior ministers. They 
hope Republican allies will use it to attack 
Mr. Blair during his three-day visit, when he 
is due to meet President Clinton and other top 
politicians and businessmen.”’ 

Said a Labour spokesman in reply to the 
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dossier: ‘“The Tories are so terrified of Blair 
that they will stoop to any dirty trick to try 
and smear him. The claims are groundless 
and no-one in the US will take any notice.”’ 
Well, none of us in Britain should really 
care a damn whether they do or not. British 
politics are not the business of the United 
States, notwithstanding the long time 
President Clinton seems to be taking learning 
this fact. It is inappropriate for a leader of our 
main opposition party to be visiting America 
for any reasons connected with a coming 
British election. And it is utterly sickening to 
hear of members of the Government feeling 
themselves bound to enact the squabbles of 
British party politics on the other side of the 
Atlantic by the dispatch of such a document 
— as if any of the matters of dispute should 
be of the slightest concern to Americans. 
‘‘Mind Britain’s business’’ was a slogan 
used by a patriotic political movement in the 
1930s. It would be a good idea to adopt it 
today — with the additional stricture that 
Britain’s business is Britain’s alone. » 


Why loyalists rioted 

The riot by loyalists against the police in 
Belfast on Easter Monday was a politically 
unwise act because it played into the hands of 
those on the Mainland who are always trying 
to discredit the loyalist cause and lump militant 
loyalists and republicans together as being 
equally ‘pernicious’. 

Nevertheless, loyalist anger on the day was 
thoroughly justified. The Apprentice Boys 
had been forbidden to march through an area 
where they have held traditional parades for 
a long time. The pretext for the ban was that 
in the area in question, the Ormeau Road, 
demographic changes have in_ recent 
decades created a substantial Catholic 
population and that the march would there- 
fore be regarded as ‘provocative’. 

We have heard this argument before. The 
same reasoning has been invoked as an excuse 
to ban British Nationalist marches through 
certain areas of the Mainland — in these cases 
because the areas chosen have contained 
significant numbers of the ‘ethnic minorities’ . 

The reasoning is faulty in both cases. Both 
types of marches — loyalist in Ulster and 
British Nationalist on the Mainland — are 
demonstrations of British patriotism. There 
should be no area of the United Kingdom that 
is out of bounds to such demonstrations. If 
there are people in some such areas who 
consider demonstrations of loyalty to Britain 
‘provocative’, then that is their problem. 

Or perhaps not entirely. When a nation has 
reached a point at which parts of its territory 
have become no-go areas to people whose 
only crime is to demonstrate their patriotism, 
that nation is ina very bad way indeed. And 
when minorities living in that territory who 
have no allegiance to the nation in question 
are able to dictate that patriots will not parade 
through it wherever they want, such a nation 
might be deemed to have lost its will to exist. 
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Another 
‘politically 
correct’ stunt 
dreamt up by 
Prince Charles. 
Household 
Cavalry Trooper 
Mark Campbell 
with his West 
Indian immigrant 
parents. 


The multi-racial 
juggernaut will 
stop at nothing 

in the ruthless 
drive to destroy 
our traditions, 
culture and race. 


In late March, TV publicists went to town on the case of the 
young black man who joined the Household Cavalry and then 
was forced later to leave because of ‘racism’. On the 31st March 
The Mail on Sunday carried a three-page story on Mark 
Campbell, born in the West Midlands of West Indian parents, 
who became the first coloured recruit to enlist in the famous 
regiment. This was accompanied by an editorial sermon in 
which the whole British Army was taken to task for the fact that 
Campbell did not ‘fit in’ — a fact which was attributed to the 
army’s self-evident ‘racist’ tendencies, which were described as 
‘‘a less pleasant aspect of its character.”’ 

The larger article, in which Campbell was given generous space 
to tell his story, perhaps told more than it intended to tell. Its 
subject whined on about the ‘racist’ abuse and harassment to which 
he had been subjected in the regiment — to the accompaniment of 


» pious condemnation by the writer, Fiona Barton. But what clearly 


had happened was that the men in the regiment understood from 


_ thevery outset that he had been foisted upon it as part of a 


‘politically correct’ stunt, dreamt up in the first place by Prince 
Charles, who had expressed dissatisfaction (goodness knows 
why!) at the sight of all-white Household Cavalry units on duty at 
royal occasions and wanted to ingratiate himself still further with 
the ethnic minorities by bringing about a change in this centuries- 
old tradition. i 

Campbell himself admitted that ‘The Household Cavalry wanted 
to show me off, to show a lot of peuple, including the Royal 
Family, that the Army is not racist...’" Campbell, acknowledged 
Miss Barton, ““became a public relations toy for the Army..., a 
symbol of change...’’ The article went on to say how, although the 
normal age-limit for joining the Army is 25, he had been admitted 
at 27. “‘Ironically,’’ the writer said, ‘‘the one thing in his favour 
was the colour of his skin. He presented the Army with a perfect 
public relations opportunity. Having turned him down, the Ministry 
of Defence came under pressure to open their doors to ethnic 
minorities. Prince Charles had told the MoD he wanted to see more 
black soldiers in the Household Division.’’ 

Later in the article, Campbell was quoted as relating how he was 
selected to take part in the Queen’s Guard, saying he was ‘*chosen 
from the troopers who are the best turned out, and everyone said 
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that I was to get the best position because I was black. Certain guys 
didn’t think this was right so there was an attempt to rough up my 
horse’s kit.”’ 

Well, we don’t think it right either, what-ever view one takes of 
the roughing up of the kit. It is clear from this account that the 
powers that be in the Army were determined to put Campbell on 
show precisely because he was black. This they did. Said the 
writer: ‘‘... he was chosen to sit on horseback in Whitehall under 
the gaze of thousands of tourists who flock to have their photographs 
taken beside the Life Guards. Resplendent in the white, red and 
gold of the ceremonial uniform, Trooper Campbell turned heads... 
but today he is uncertain of the true reasons behind his selection 
for ceremonial duties.’’ 

We do not suffer from such uncertainty. It is abundantly clear 
that, from the beginning, Campbell was selected for his regiment, 
and his later duties within it, because of, not despite, the fact that 
he was black. His fellow soldiers very naturally resented this. 
They took it out on him in the only way that seemed open to them 
because, quite clearly, higher authority was bent on going through 
with the stunt and it would have been useless to make representations 
through official channels. Yes, there was racism surrounding 
Trooper Campbell, but it was racism in reverse. He was given 
special favours because of the colour of his skin and not because 
he qualified for or merited them. 

Now although we don't want to see him in our country, let alone 
our Army, none of this is the fault of Mark Campbell. He became 
a mere tool in an exercise in ‘political correctness’ instigated in the 
first place by the egregious Prince Charles and cravenly complied 
with by the Army’s top*brass. He was a victim of the whole 
business, just as were his fellow soldiers. The people who should 
stand condemned are those who lent themselves to this despicable 
piece of propaganda and social engineering, not Campbell and 
certainly not the men who resented his presence in the regiment. 

The whole affair was a stunt which badly misfired. But you can 
be quite sure that the people responsible for it will not have learned 
their lesson. There will be more Campbells in the future. The 
juggernaut of multi-racialism will not tolerate berng obstructed. 
Meanwhile, the fighting efficiency, traditions and morale of the 
British Armed Forces can go to hell in the process! 


‘It was as though they had to 
get a few black faces out front to 
prove to the Queen they were 
making an attempt to recruit 
blacks. 

‘I won the Jackson Shield for the 

. most improved rider and I was 
chosen to ride with the Queen on 
VJ Day. I was so proud then, but I 
dont know if I received it because 
I was really the best turned out 
trooper or because the Army 
wanted to show me off.’ 

What is certain is that the rac- 
ists were beginning to win their 
battle. Their campaign of abuse 
was undermining Campbell’s self- 
confidence, ruining his  hard- 
earned successes. 

They were delighted when, hav- 
ing been chosen to ride alongside 
the Queen, he fell from his horse 
only moments before the VJ Day 
ceremony and had to withdraw. 


Part of the 
Mail on 
Sunday's 
report. 
Campbell 
might not be 
sure why he 
was chosen, 
but nobody 
else was 
fooled. He 
ended his 
army career 
by going 
AWOL. 
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As truth begins to break through liberalism's wall of silence, Spearhead focuses on how 
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As scientific evidence of racial inequality grows ever stronger, the propaganda 


and repressive policies of the multi-racialists become steadily more hysterical. 
Staff of Britain's Commission for Racial Equality welcome a new poster by 
Saatchi and Saatchi. 


In Canada..... 


Canada, once one of the most prosperous of 
the new nations founded by sturdy white 
pioneers from Britain and other European 
nations, is now so deep in crisis that even its 
mainstream newspapers are openly voicing 
despair. Columnist Eric Margolis, writing in 
the Toronto Sun has made some particularly 
gloomy comments: 

“Look at Canada and weep. Here is one of the 
world’s weathiest, finest nations, facing 
bankruptcy and dissolution largely because of 
political and economic mismanagement. Other 
nations have had to contend with invaders, 
crushing poverty ornaturaldisasters. Canada’s 
only scourges have been the stunning ineptitude 


‘Canada teeters on the verge of bankruptcy, 
barely able to service its crushing $55 billion 
foreigndebt. The socialistwelfare state created 
by Trudeau and expanded by his successors, 
now gobbles up at least 50% of the nation’s 
economic activity. Government is quite literally 
devouring Canada... 

‘The Canadian dollar, once strong as the 
Swiss franc, has become awam-pum. This week 
in Vetriot, a man called my Canadian doliars 
garbage money.’ He might just have well have 
spiton the Canadian flag. This once majestically 
wealthy nation, this former Eldorado of 
economic. opportunity, has become 
economically invalid, an effeminate North 
American version ofdreary, socialist Sweden. ’’ 


Enormous Extra Burden 


Naturally enough, the one thing that the papers 
are careful not to discuss is the enormous extra 
burden placed on Canada by the massive influx 
of Third World immigrants in recent years. The 
Government too, rather than taking the drastic 
measures so urgently needed to save Canada 
from collapse beneath a tidal wave of Debt and 
Colour, spends its time persecuting the tew 
individuals brave enough to speak out for truth 
and commonsense. Canada’s anti-white Hate 


Laws are among the most draconian restrictions 
on free speech in the ‘democratic’ world. 

One prominant victim of Government 
intolerance has been Philippe Rushton, a 
professor at the University of Western Ontario. 
Professor Rushton, displaying a degree of moral 
courage rarely seen among Western academics 
in the last fifty years, has written an entire book 
on the scientific and biological basis of racial 
differences.- Race, Evolution and Behaviour, 
produced last year by Transaction Publishers, 
New Brunswick, NJ, is guaranteed to raise the 
blood pressure of any liberal to danger point. 
Rushton surveys dozens of IQ and brain size 
studies, and does not shrink from drawing the 
logical and scientific conclusion that ‘‘racial 
equality’’ is a piece of groundless propaganda. 

Other chapters in the book include a biological 
explanation as to how genes and kinship favour 
altruistic behaviour towards one’s own ethnic 
group, and make racial awareness and loyalty a 
fundamental part of human nature. Most 
provocative of all to a ruling Establishment 
totally committed to multi-racialism, Rushton 
ends his book with a discussion on how 
civilisauons fade and die. In answer to the 
question he gives a sympathetic mention to the 
deeply unfashionable founder of racial science, 
the French count Arthur de Gobineau. Rushton 
writes: 

“(He) provided an answer in terms of ethnicity 
and race. The character of a civilisation was 
determined by the traits of the dominant race ... 
If wealth grows, cities develop, and an 
international society forms, among the new 
arrivals are people belonging to ethnic taxa 
that have never initiated a civilisation. 
Degeneration sets in and the intrinsic worth the 
people originally possessed becomes lost, for 
the population no longer has in its veins the 
same quality of blood with which it began.’’ 

Enraged by this clear assault on their greatest 
sacred cow, the Canadian Government tried to 
prosecute Professor Rushton for ‘hate crimes.’ 
The prosecution failed only because the Ontario 


Minister of Justice — perhaps aware of the 
potentially explosive nature of such a case — 
refused to push it. 

No such commonsense considerations apply 
when dealing with Canada’s Marxist/Zionist 
‘‘anti-racist’’ groups. Late March thus saw a 
rash of newspaper articles over moves by these 
extremist cranks in Vancouver to prevent the 
second Canadian Free Speech Conference by 
intimidating hotel owners into cancelling 
bookings. One of the key figures involved in 
these gatherings is Doug Christie, the lawyer 
famous for defending the victims of 
Establishment flat earth ‘hate law’ trials, 
including Emst Zundel, Jim Keegstra and Lady 
Jane Birdwood.. 


.. And in Germany 


Travellers to and from Germany can now 
be arrested at some 20 West European 
airports if they are suspected of a ‘hate crime,’ 
involving alleged ‘‘defamation of an ethnic 
group.”’ Exactly what such ‘defamation’ 
must involve is extremely unclear, as Section | 
130 of the German Penal Code leaves its 
interpetation to the whims of the individual 
prosecutors who operate from more than 
1,300 public prosecutors’ offices throughout 
Germany. 

Bailis rarely granted after arrest and the penalty 
if found guilty of speaking, or possessing printed 
material, about ‘illegal’ words and subjects is 
between three months and five years 
imprisonment. Hundreds of Germans - writers, 
publishers, historians, scientists and political 
activists - are at present before the courts as the 
authorities try to crush patriotic resistance to 
enforced multi-racialism and the perpetuation of 
scientifically discredited propaganda about 
alleged German atrocities against the Jews during 
the war. 


Steps to a Police State 


On August 9th last year the German authorities 
took a step even further down the road to a fully- 
fledged police state with the arrest of Amerncan 
citizen Hans Schmidt at Frankfurt airport. 
Schmidt has for many years published a bulletin 
defending Germany and German-Americans 
from the anti-German hate which constantly 
spews forth from Hollywood and various wealthy 
Zionist organisations, but he was thrown into. 
Schwerin prison because he was alleged to have 
written three prohibited words in a private 
letter to a German citizen. 

One can only speculate as to how much 
longer ‘‘truths’’ which have to be protected 
from three little words by prison bars, can 
survive. Inthe meantime, visitors to Germany 
should remember that, even if walls don’t 
have ears, democratic prosecutors have very 
big ones — and a whole array of electronic 
listening devices, ‘phone taps, mail censors - 
and police informers. 
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AN ALMIGHTY RUMPUS broke out last 
month over the housing of 100 homeless 
families in asbestos-riddled flats in 
Paddington. The decision, taken by Tory- 
controlled Westminster Council in 1989, 
was strongly condemned in a 650-page 
report published recently. According to 
critics of the council, the move, which 
endangered the health of the families 
affected, was influenced by political 
considerations. The flats were in a Labour 
stronghold of the borough and the families 
were reckoned to be Labour voters. They 
were deliberately moved, it was alleged, 
from marginal wards where their votes 
might have affected the outcome of pending 
local government elections, into a safe 
Labour ward where those votes would 
make no difference — as Labour were 
certain to get elected. According to the 
report: proper standards of conduct were 
sacrificed to a single-minded campaign to 
ensure re-election for the Conservatives. 

Labour has seized delightedly on this latest 
piece of scandal, for it enables the party to get 
its own back on the Tories, who in the past 
have frequently accused Labour councils of 
dishonest and immoral actions in local 
government shaped by party-political 
considerations. 

Whether the decision of Westminster 
Council to place these families in the said 
flats was actually influenced, as alleged, by 
thoughts of coming elections, it would be 
very surprising if it had not been. The nature 
of 20th century politics, in Britain as in the 
western democracies as a whole, makes such 
practices inevitable, however much we may 
deplore them. They are inherent in the system 
whereby political life is dominated by party 
warfare. Political power is only possible 
through the medium of party. Even those 
who enter politics with the best of intentions 
in the way of disinterested public service are 
compelled, if they are to be at all effective, to 
play the party game. The party game reduces 
politics to the level of legalised anarchy, in 
which the party interest must always be 
uppermost if the power to do anything is to be 
grasped. 

Every would-be politician, if he is to play 
a part in national affairs or even the affairs of 
his local community, has to align himself 
with a political party if he is to stand the 
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PARTY POLITICS: AN IDEA 
WHOSE TIME IS RUNNING OUT? 


JOHN TYNDALL asks: In the face of the desperate problems 
now confronting us, can we any longer allow government to be a 


battleground of warring factions? 


faintest chance of getting where the power is. 
In the past, independents were able to win a 
few seats at municipal level and fewer still in 
parliament. Today, their representation on 
local councils is greatly reduced while in 
parliament they have none at all. The party 
machines dominate, and the party machines, 
if they are to maintain their existence, cannot 
do other than put the interests of their own 
parties uppermost in the order of priorities. 


Machinery for Criticism 


Party politics should never be confused 
with the procedure of constructive criticism 
necessary to all wise government. The latter 
we employ in our own party by way of frank 
discussion and analysis of the decisions of 
leadership. Before every such decision there 
is a free exchange of views, but it is an 
exchange in which it is presumed from the 
outset, and justified in practice, thata common 
interest and loyalty permeates all. Every 
view therefore becomes a personal opinion 
which may or may not be correct but at least 
is dedicated to a common objective: the good 
of the whole — in our case the movement to 
which our lives are given and which is in its 
turn given to the cause of Britain and the 
British people. 

But in the party system the facility for 
analysis and criticism inevitably becomes a 
weapon of factional warfare, to be used in the 
service of the faction rather than as a means 
of arriving at objective good sense and sound 
policy. 

Vested Interest in Failure 

If the faction is in opposition, its primary 
purpose is that of unseating government and 
putting itself in government. Its vital interest 
therefore requires that government should be 
unsuccessful and unpopular rather than 
successful and popular — in other words, a 
government that is governing badly and doing 
a disservice to the governed, whether they be 
of a town or city or of the whole nation. To 
those in opposition, there is created a vested 
interest in governmental failure. Government 


in the people’s good is anathema to those who ° 


are in politics but outside government. The 
latter therefore have no purpose but to discredit 
government by ceaseless attack and, where 
the opportunity presents itself, to render it 
ineffective by outright sabotage. 


Sir Oswald Mosley summed it up when he 
spoke of the absurdity of parliament under 
20th century conditions: a chamber in which 
half the people present are there to govern 
and the other half there to prevent them 
governing! 


Deception of ‘Freedom’ 


An essential part of the deception main- 
tained to justify party politics is the idea that 
the system is vital to ‘democracy’, that the 
people cannot be ‘free’ if they do not have 
available an alternative party to vote for when 
they tire of the party of government. But just 
what does this ‘freedom’ amount to today? 
Every one of the major party machines is 
entirely beyond the control of the voter in 
terms of his or her ability to influence its 
policy or elect or dismiss its leaders. The 
party machines are manned and run by élites 
drawn from political classes. who live in a 
world quite remote from the concerns of the 
ordinary man or woman in the street, and 
who have their own distinct sectional and 
career interests that are separate and even 
antagonistic to the latter. 

Today the idea of ‘alternative choice’ can 
be seen as even more ludicrous when we 
realise that on some of the most important 
public issues — Europe, Immigration, Law 
and Order, for example — the political classes, 
or at least a very large portion of them, are 
wholly out of step with the sentiments of the 
people they purport to serve. On Immigration 
in particular, the British voter has in effect 
become disenfranchised, for it avails him 
nothing to switch his allegiance from Tory 
to Labour, or from Labour to Liberal 
Democrat. The policies he will get are 
substantially the same. 


The Types Attracted 


The party game, by its nature, repels the 
public-spirited citizen who might in other 
circumstances enter political life to give 
service to community and country. Such a 
person only has to observe the antics of 
parliamentarians or town councillors as they 
debate an issue of contention between the 
parties. Instead of the issue being examined 
on its own merits, with each participant 
exercising impartial personal judgement, it 
becomes an instrument of the customary 


party warfare, with everyone being expected 
to side with his or her party irrespective of 
judgement, of knowledge and understanding, 
of public duty; and where parliamentary 
issues are concerned the party whips are there 
to ensure that the ‘party line’ is supported, 
regardless of any other consideration. 

In parliament, the participant is usually 
dependent for his livelihood on retaining his 
seat — so that deselection can mean the end 
of a career and the income and perquisites 
that go with it. Such a system requires tame 
and egotistical place-seekers who are prepared 
to become prostitutes to the party machines 
rather than vote as conscience would dictate 
to them. The types the system attracts can be 
seen in any televised report of parliamentary 
proceedings. Regularly the House of 
Commons becomes a bear garden as the party 
hacks bawl abuse and insults at each other 
across the floor. Instead of a calm and 
measured discussion of issues vital to the 
nation, taken part in with dignity and ruled by 
reason, there is an atmosphere of bedlam in 
which zoological noises take the place of 
argument and juvenile sport prevails over 
responsible decision-making. 

Observe any front-bench speaker address- 
ing the assembled members, and then run 
your eye to the right and the left of that 
speaker where you will be able to study the 
faces of his or her party cronies. What you 
can expect to see is not a seriousness of mien 
befitting the national importance of the issue 
being debated, but the regular expression of 
childish glee as the speaker is perceived to 
have scored a point over those on the opposite 
side. It really is a great big game to these 
people, and they clearly enjoy it as do kids 
engaging in a kindergarten shouting match. 


Any Fool Can Take Part 


The participants in this harlequinade, unlike 
those who practise law, medicine, engineering 
or the piloting of civil or military aircraft, do 
not require to have any particular 
qualifications or competence in their chosen 
field. In virtually every other profession it is 
necessary to undergo extensive training, and 
to earn certificates of proven ability, before 
one is allowed to be employed in work that 
can affect great numbers of people’s lives; 
but in the profession of democratic politics — 
where folly and error can have the gravest 
consequences for the entire nation — all that 
is needed is boundless personal ambition 
combined with a slick tongue and a 
preparedness to lie without conscience or 
qualm. Every little con-man and charlatan 
can earn himself a place at the feeding trough 
of power and office if he is sufficiently 
lacking in integrity and honour to be the paid 
hireling of whatever syndicate momentarily 
holds the upper hand in the political dogfight. 
This explains the manifestly pygmy stature of 
most who today attain high rank in the 
system’s service and the fact that every area 
of national life they touch is quickly reduced 


Gievernment 


to chaos, bankruptcy and ruin. 

But the party game has yet another effect 
that ought to sound alarm bells to anyone 
who cares to study it. Just as in politics it 
divides those who should be working together 
in a common cause and interest, among the 
people as a whole it creates divisions which 
are pointless and destructive to the national 
good. The divisions, particularly in Britain, 
are underpinned by the anachronistic 
absurdity of class conflict, and they result in 
a substantial portion of the electorate 
committed to one or another of the main 
party institutions in a loyalty that quite 
mindlessly refuses even to consider the issues 
at stake. Here lie the permanent constituencies 
of Tories and Labour, moulded by ancestral 
hatreds and prejudice and blind to all reason, 
rooted in images from the distant past that 
correspond little to modern reality. 


Rule of Minorities Through Lobbies 


This fixture of minds and allegiances leaves 
the result of any contest to be determined by 
who can capture the ‘centre ground’ between 
the two poles; and that centre ground, being 
narrow, can be won by the most slender of 
margins. This means that immense power of 
brokerage can lie in the hands of any lobby 
able to sway even a small portion of the 
electorate in favour of one party and against 
the other. In fact it means that the nation’s 
destiny may be — and very often is — decided 
by minorities: minorities defined by ethnic 
background, commercial interest and even 
sexual disposition. 

Unavoidably, the competing parties, their 
rears secure in the rigid voting habits of their 
loyalist hard cores, must contest this ‘centre 
ground’ by pandering to those minorities that 
shout the loudest and push the hardest. A 
fraction of the population can shape the 
nation’s future, and most of that fraction does 
not even have basic roots in the nation itself. 
It holds power by forcing the parties to grovel 
to it and grant to it everything it demands. It 
obtains a hegemony equal in degree, if 
different in kind, to that of an army of 
occupation. The natives offend it at their 
peril, and thereby become slaves in their own 
land. 


Majority Will Threatened 


And here we find defeated what, after all, 
is supposed to be the cardinal purpose of 
‘democracy’ — that the will of the majority 
shall prevail. The system cannot even be true 
to its own underlying principles. The partisan 
of the party system, who rails against 
alternative systems on the grounds that they 
place power in the hands of minority cliques 
not responsible to the people, effectively 
sanctions just that. Here the minority clique, 
instead of being formed around a king or 
‘dictator’, consists of a network of ethnic and 
other interest groups that exercise power all 
the more corruptly and irresponsibly for it 
being subterranean and — to the general mass 


of the electorate — invisible. 

This then is the inheritance of party politics 
as it has been handed down to us in Britain as 
we face the titanic challenges of a new 
century. We are in effect trying to grapple 
with the problems of the nuclear and space 
age with the weapons of the horse-and-cart 
age. We are trying to cope with dangers 
within and without that require a united, 
mobilised nation under a highly qualified, 


- Skilled and professional leadership — by 


reliance on methods of politics and 
government that produce only national 
division and raise to the top people utterly 
unfitted in brains and character to run parish 
councils, let alone great nations. 


Party Time Is Over 


In the new century it will not be a question 
of whether party politics are abandoned as a 
means of dealing with the great questions of 
the time but only of when. That will be 
determined only by how long the vested 
interests that lie behind party politics are able 
to sustain what is now becoming a desperate 
rearguard action against the forces of logic, 
reality and common sense that are now 
battering ever harder at their door. It is 
possible, however, to make this prediction: 
that before the 21st century is very old we 
will look back on the age of party political 
warfare with the smile of perplexed 
amusement that we now reserve for the ages 
of begging priesthoods, rotten boroughs, 
purchased army commissions and red-flag 
carriers walking in front of motor vehicles. 
We will wonder how people in their right 
minds could ever be beholden to such 
absurdities for five minutes, let alone elevate 
them to tablets of wisdom. 


Remember the BNP in 
your will! 

We wishall our readers a long life, but 
none of us can stay on this earth for ever. | 
Have youever thought about how you can 
help the cause when you are gone? | 

The British National Party has 
benefitted immensely from a few of its 
supporters remembering the party in 
their wills. In most cases the money has 
been invested soas to guarantee the party 
aregularincome, rather than being spent 
in one go, 

Why not become. one of those 
benefactors yourself? Whatever you do, 
make sure you do not die intestate and let 
your estate go to prep up the anti-British 
Establishment! 

Ii is natural that if you have a fan nily 
you should wish to provide for them, but 
nevertheless you may well like te set aside 
something for the geod cause as well. On. 
the other hand, if you have no next of kin 
there is all the more reason for ensuring 
that the Cause gets something by which to ee 
remember you. — 

If you want advice on this matter, 
please ring or write in and let us know. 
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THE POPULATION TIME BOMB 


Nationalists must act before British whites become 
says statistician ROBERT COLBY ..... 


extinct, 


IF present social trends continue, the British 
nation will cease to exist within the coming 
century. Indeed it could lose control of its own 
destiny within the next thirty years. 

The above statement probably appears 
contentious at first glance, but we will see that it 
is rather less so if we consider some very basic 
arithmetic. 

Despite the soothing statistics disseminated 
by Government agencies, it is likely that the 
number ofnon- Whites currently living in Britain 
is between six and seven millions. To these 
numbers must be added over fifty thousand new 
immigrants each year, anda further fifty thousand 
illegal entrants per year who are not officially 
recorded. In other words, well over a million 
immigrants enter Britain each decade. 

In addition to newcomers entering the country, 
those who are already here (particularly first and 
second generation immigrants) are known to 
have reproduction rates far in excess of the 
indigenous white population. 

But underlying the explosion in the coloured 
population, which quite rightly exercises the 
minds of those of us in nationalist politics, there 
is an equally dangerous lack of reproduction 
within the indigenous white population. 

In order tor a given population level to remain 
constant, each set of parents must produce on 
average two children. In fact, the population as 
a whole must generate slightly more than two 
children per family to take account of losses from 
the small percentage of accidental or premature 
deaths which occur amongst children and adults 
of child-bearing age. 


When We Had a Surplus 


Until the second half of this century, Britain’s 
indigenous population growth considerably 
exceeded the average level of reproduction 
required for it to stand still; in fact we were able 
to export surplus population to various parts of 
the British Empire, mostly to Canada, Australia, 
New Zealand, South Africa and Rhodesia. 

Before the Second World War it was by no 
means uncommon for a family to produce ten or 
twelve children, and the average was just over 
five despite a much higher child mortality rate. 
My own matemal grandparents, for example, 
produced seven offspring. 

But since 1945 Britain has experienced a steady 
reduction in population growth, which by the 
mid 1970s tumed into a population decline. 
Although there was a brief spurt during the so- 
called ‘baby boom’ of the 1960s, by 1970 the 
average couple produced only 2.4 children, i.e.” 
just above the necessary requirement to maintain 
existing numbers. By 1976 the average had 
declined to just two children per family; today it 
is just 1.3 children. 

This means in effect that each newgeneration 
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will be little more than half the size of the 
preceding one. — 

According to the 1995 Social Trends Survey 
produced by the Government’s statistical service, 
the number of British women who are childless 
has almost doubled in the past twenty years to 
thirty-seven per cent. It is now likely that a fifth 
of all British women born after 1960 will never 
produce babies. 

Another disturbing statistic is that a quarter of 
British adults born since 1960 will never marry. 
Although many couples nowadays choose to 
simply live together rather than legally formalise 
what is marriage in all but name, it is a sad fact 
that twelve per cent of adults under forty now live 
in ‘single-person households’. 

It is ironic that in the post-war age of affluence, 
public sanitation and improved medical care, the 
British population is declining at its fastest rate 
since the Black Death. What wars, famine and 
plague could not achieve, we are bringing about 
voluntarily by way of cheap contraception and 
abortion on demand. 


Government Giving False Picture 


It is essential to understand that the simple 
head-count of Whites versus non-Whites touted 
by the Government gives a completely false 
picture of the profound demographic changes 
occurring in Britain today. Whites are an aging 
population large numbers of elderly people are 
nowadays surviving well into their eighties and 
nineties, thus inflating the actual numbers of 
white people in the population count. But these 
people are long past child-bearing age, and so 
will not be contributing to the continuance of the 
white population. Conversely, the non-white 
newcomers to our country tend to be much 
younger, and also tend to have more children per 
family. Thus, when we compare Whites against 
non-Whites, it is important to remember that in 
practical terms the latter are worth twice the 
former in terms of ultimate reproductive potential. 

Whilst Britain’s population is both declining 
and ageing, those of Third World countries are 
increasing exponentially. In 1981 China’s 
population was 960 million; it is now estimated 
at 1200 million. 

The Third World represents a bottomless pit of 
humanity, large parts of which are streaming 
into the West. At the tum of the century, 
America’s non-white population was about seven 
per cent; today it is around thirty-five per cent 
and climbing, thanks to a sharply declining 
white population anda huge rate of Third World 
immigration into the country. 

Britain’s own demographic profile has 
undergone a radical change since 1945. In that 
year the non-white population was less than five 
thousand, mostly temporary visitors. Just fifty 
years later the total has climbed to the six or 


seven million figure mentioned earlier about 
twelve per cent of the total population. 

According to the Government’s own 
statisticians, the non-white population is set to 
double in the next forty years. In fact, the rate of 
increase will be much faster than this as newly- 
arrived immigrants will exploit their higher birth 
rate to accelerate the process whereby they 
outbreed us. 

Britain’s future as a white country is thus not 
only compromised by mass immigration from 
outside these islands; the increasing failure of 
the indigenous white population to reproduce 
itself presents an equally dangerous threat to our 
racial survival. 


What We Must Do 


The practical implications for the British 
National Party are twofold. 

Firstly, the steady increase in the non-white 
population means that we will need to attract an 
ever-higher proportion of votes from the relatively 
dwindling white electorate. The non-Whites do 
not need to have a fifty-one per cent majority to 
outvote us; a much smaller proportion will be 
enough to boost the votes of parties indifferent to 
the fate of British Whites, such as Labour, the 
Tories and the Liberals. It is already a 
considerable electoral handicap that the ten or 
twelve per cent of non-white voters can simply 
choose to vote en bloc for the party most likely to 
be able to defeat the BNP, as happened in Tower 
Hamlets in 1994. 

Secondly, it would be a wise strategy for the 
BNP to target middle-aged and elderly voters, 
particularly with the party’s strong law-and- 
order policies. In the past, the BNP has tended to 
be associated with young activists, but the 
younger age group is in relative decline by 
comparison with those of the ethnic minorities. 
Some people in the BNP have tended to assume 
that there is little point in canvassing the elderly 
as they are less likely to vote, but this isno longer 
true as people now tend to remain fit and active 
for longer into their old age. Additionally, most 
older people tend to achieve greater wisdom and 
experience, and are thus more receptive to 
nationalist ideas of patriotism and tradition. | 

There are two obvious conclusions to all 
this. The first is that time is working against 
us. The window of possibility for a nationalist 
government will only remain open for perhaps 
another thirty years at best. The second is 
that young nationalists should lead by example 
and make sure they have families of their 
own, preferably large ones. Then we will 
have the right to call on others to follow suit. 

This truly is the ‘Eleventh Hour’, and we 
must make the most of what time we have left 
before the British race suffers the same fate 
as that of the American Indian. 


Pewgpazcanda 


Time to Get Tough With the Left 


We should brand the Establishment as the real ‘extremists’, says CARL T. SMITH 


ATTACK is the best form of defence - 
thus runs an old maxim which is as true 
in politics as in the sphere of military 
tactics. 

In a previous article (‘Fighting for the 
Moral Highground’ - Spearhead No. 312) 
| argued that the phenomenon known as 
‘attack politics’ would become increasingly 
important in election battles between the 
old Establishment and nationalists. This 
has indeed been borne out by recent events 
both in Europe (including Britain) and 
America. 

What is meant by the phrase ‘attack 
politics’? In simple terms, the use of 
negative propaganda againstan opponent 
rather than the positive promotion of one’s 
own policies as a method of winning 
elections. Thistype of political campaigning 
is much more advanced in the United 
States than in Britain or Europe, but it is 
starting to catch on over here. 

Itis not suggested that nationalists should 
adoptthe leftisttactic of criticising everything 
their opponents say without offering 
constructive alternative policies. However, 
it is important that we anticipate our 
opponents’ political tactics and respond in 
an effective way. 

One form of ‘attack politics’ is to label 
one’s opponent an ‘extremist.’ It is a 
powerful weapon because terms such as 
‘extremist,’ ‘fascist’ or ‘Nazi’ are subjective, 
and as such virtually impossible to refute. 
These epiphets are very useful for the Left 
because they divert attention away from 
their own failed policies, whilst discouraging 
the public from embracing nationalism. 
The Left's tactic is to avoid rational debate 
with us andinstead to associate nationalism 


THE baby is pulled out from 
the mother feet first, all the 
way up to the neck. The little 
limbs can be seen wriggling 
and kicking. If the foetus 
were extracted a few inches 
further, it would be a live 
child, a citizen of the United 
States with full constitu- 
tional rights. 

The baby would be very 


life. 


Establishment Extremism: The president of 
America, like most of Britain's Old Gang politicians 
and the entire liberal-left, condemns nationalists as 
‘extreme' while encouraging horrors such as this. 
(Cutting from Sunday Telegraph 14th April 1996). 


premature — born after five 
to six months’ gestation — 
but with modern medical 
technology it would have a 
good chance of a healthy 


with ‘negative’ imagery (violence, war, 
genocide) which will frighten away potential 
supporters. 

Anyone who disagrees with mass 
immigration, kid glove treatment of 
criminals or the media promotion of 
homsexuality is thus branded a “Nazi’ — 
the implication being thatsuch an individual 
is slightly crazy, only one step away from 
frogmarching his opponents into the 
nearest gas-chamber, or at the very least 
invading Poland (this is no exaggeration — 
following Pat Buchanan’s stunning victory 
in New Hampshire, left-wing T.V.hostDavid 
Letterman told his audience just that: 
“tomorrow Mr. Buchanan intends to invade 
Poland”). Itis a similar tactic to that used 
in the former Soviet Union, where political 
dissidents were classified as ‘mentally ill.’ 


Useless to Run Away 


So how does the nationalist movement 
combat this negative propaganda? It is 
demonstrably useless to run away from 
the issue. As BNP leader John Tyndall has 
pointed out, those nationalists who want to 
avoid being called ‘Nazis’, ‘extremists’ and 
‘criminals’ by watering down our policies or 
toeing the Establishment line are on a 
hiding to nothing. ‘Negative’ campaigning 
is too valuable a tool forthe Establishment 
— itis the only weapon they have. 
Instead of trying to be defensive about 
our views, we should turn those insults 
around and hurl them back at the 
Establishment. For our opponents’ 


relentless drive to dispossess the British 
people in their own country is extreme. 
Their neglect of our old folk and of the 


by Ambrose 
Evans-Pritchard 
in Washington 


Instead, the doctor forces a 
pair of surgical scissors into 
the base of the baby’s skull. 
He spreads the scissors to 
create a hole large enough 


for a suction catheter. The 


head. The dead baby is then 
delivered. = 

This is called a ‘‘partial- 
birth abortion’. Last week 
Bill Clinton used the full 
power of the presidency to 
ensure that it continues to be 
a feature of life in America. 
He vetoed a Bill passed by 
Congress that would have 
outlawed the procedure, say- 


compromise 
ears’’. 


brain is vacuumed, making it © 
easier to ‘‘collapse’’ the . 


ing that his pleas for 
“fell on deaf 


Marxist Extremism: SWP 'teachers' 
screech abuse at David Blunket, Labour's 
blind education spokesman. 


young unemployed is criminal. For us to 


use such terms is quite justifiable. 

To give an example from the recent US 
Republican primaries, nationalist candidate 
Pat Buchanan was the victim of a blitz of 
negative TV advertisements from his liberal 
opponent Bob Dole. At one stage, Dole 
paid a marketing firm one million dollars to 
plantnegative information about Buchanan 
in telephone calls to voters. Buchanan’s 
reaction was to threaten to take his 
supporters out of the Republican party if 
Dole did not stop branding him an 
‘extremist.’ 

What he should have done was to call 
BobDole an ‘extremist’ atevery opportunity. 
Instead of criticising Dole for having no 
policies, he should have hammered 
him for having the wrong policies. After 
all, the open door immigration policy 
favoured by Dole and his backers will 
make White Americans a minority in 
their own country within the next fifty 
years. Ifthatis not an ‘extremist’ policy, 
what is? 

The Left, and indeed the entire 
Establishment, have been getting away 
with far too much for far too many 
years. Many of their policies are 
criminally irresponsible; many Labour, 
Liberal and Tory politicians are 
convicted criminals — yet they have the 
nerve to call us ‘extreme’! Itis time we 
gave them ataste of their own medicine. 


FREEDOM VIDEOS. 
For your copy of our latest catalogue of nationalisi 

revisionist and music videos (VHS) send two first- 
class stamps to: Freedom Videos, Box 1, Forest 
House, Liss Forest, Hants, GU33 7DD. 
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OUR DAY WILL COME 


Sir Oswald Mosley was not only a great 
politician, a patriot and a charismatic 
personality, but also a man of acute 
perception. He had the ability to define 
what was wrong with this country and 
the people who aspired to run it, and 
spell out what was needed to put it — and 
them — right. In 1961 he published a 
book entitled Mosley ~ Right or Wrong in 
which he gave answers to over three 
hundred questions on various topics, 
outlining his opinions on many issues 
relevant to that period. Such is the mark 
of the man that almost all of his 
pronouncements are still pertinent today, 
35 years on. Consider, for example, his 
opinion of the Conservative party: 


**The virtue of Conservatism is that it is 
the party of patriotism. It means well. 
Unfortunately, the leaders it selects always 
arrive at results precisely the opposite to its 
intention. So the party which exists to 
preserve the Empire has ended by 
liquidating the Empire. The party which 
believes in Great Britain has been the main 
architect of Small Britain. The party which 
believes in stability is bringing our country 
to the verge of chaos. 


The Party of the Yawn 


This is the party of the smug, the 
satisfied, in an age which demands 
dynamism, the party of privilege when 
survival depends on promotion by merit; 
the party which exploits talent but never 
trusts it; the party of the tired, which calls a 
yawn a policy; the party of snobbery about 
the wrong things, which rejects intellect 
‘but reveres rank; the party of the climber. 
without aim to climb beyond a perch on a 
rotten bough; the party without purpose or 
great decisions; the party which is always 
late; the party which wills the end of 
greatness but always rejects the means; the 


peeing come tc 
t this will only make 
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party which excluded Churchill in all his 
years as a Creative spirit, and used him only 
for the fatal process which finally destroyed 
the values in which it professed to believe; 
the party which detests brilliance and loves 
dullness; the party which idealizes the 
small, the grey, the mediocre, and will 
achieve its ideal in the state to which it is 
reducing Britain, if that condition be not 
the final lethargy of death.’’ 


Mosley’s views on the Conservatives 
could well have been written yesterday, 
and his analysis of the Labour party is 
equally valid in 1996: 


"RUBICON' reminds us 
of the wisdom of a 
great Briton 


**The virtue of Labour is that it is the 
party of progress. It is a virtue which it 
lost in its youth. And the reason - you 
cannot achieve progress through chaos. 
For the Labour party in whole character, 
structure and method remains a rabble, and 
the rule of rabble ends in chaos. It wills 
the ends of progress, but always rejects the 
means, which are union, leadership, 
decision and action. That is why Labour 
always breaks under any test of reality. It 
broke during its last hard test in 
government, and now it breaks even in 
opposition when faced with decisions on 
real issues. 

Only for a brief period Labour lived as a 
great party with a functioning government, 
because things were then so easy. They 
climbed on the shoulders of Churchill’s 
victory, when the country was tired of 
effort. Then for a number of years they 
benefitted from a sellers’ market, which 


was caused by the destruction of war and 
the temporary absence of their competitors. 
Even then they could only carry on by the 
devaluation of the pound, which gave an 
artificial bounty to British exports during a 
considerable period until the unchecked 
rise in internal prices wiped out this 
advantage. 


Conservatives Heading For Crisis 


We now have a Conservative government 
heading for crisis, and the Labour party 
running away from the very thought of 
government in such a situation, by at once 
ceasing to be a party which anyone can 
take seriously. For, again, it is an 
extraordinary paradox of politics that the 
party founded:on the expectation of 
capitalist crisis is always thrown into panic 
and surrender by its arrival. From the 
outset they have prophesied that capitalism 
will break down and have stated that then 
the system must be changed. But directly 
prophesy is fulfilled in the breakdown of 
the system — albeit for reasons very 
different from those they gave — a Labour 
government resigns as it did in 1931. My 
comment at the time was surely not unjust: 
“What are we to think of a Salvation Army 
which takes to its heels on the Day of 
Judgement?’ 

The Labour party in whole structure, 
method, char:cter and psychology is 
wrongly conceived, because it is completely 
inadequate to a great age which requires 
decisive action. Labour may quite possibly 
come to office once more, but this will only 
make quite certain the dissolution and 
destruction of the party in the conditions it 
will then have to meet. The inadequacy of 
the Labour party has already been proved, 
and the necessity for great policies in the 
face of coming events will soon be proved. 

The abler men who lead the Labour party 
always shrink from a socialism in which 


their followers believe. Their form of 
socialism cannot work if subjected to the 
chaos of capitalist world markets in 


conditions of competitive collapse. Yet the. 


liberal internationalism which is inherent 
in the beliefs of the Labour party would 
always tie us to that position. 

The Labour party neither in innate 
character or in deep belief could ever 
possibly do what I believe is necessary to be 
done in the modern world.”’ 


This devastatingly accurate description 
of Labour — written by a man with 
intimate knowledge of its shortcomings — 
is perhaps even more valid today than in 
1961. Mosley’s dissection of the Liberal 
party is equally unerring, and shows that 
nothing has changed: 


Obsolescence and Oddity 


‘*What do I think of the Liberal party? 
You might as well ask me what I think of 
Noah’s Ark, for much the same collection 
came out of it. There are, of course, some 
good people in the Liberal party, as there 
are in the other parties. But there is about 
the party as a whole a quite unique 
atmosphere of obsolescence and oddity. It 
is a party without any moving spirit except 
an agreement that each member may differ. 
They pick up votes, of course, from 
discontent in the early stages of crisis, like 
all cults of unreality. It is the nature of 
men to seek first the easy way out; this is 
understandable. They are induced to turn 
toward reality only when they at last 
understand they have to do something 
serious to save themselves. So we may 
expect a little artificial progress for 
Liberalism in the first shock of 
disillusionment with the old parties. It 
will last only a very short time, because 
Liberalism has nothing real to offer, and 
the people will quickly grasp this in the 
face of real problems. 

The basic reason is that Liberalism, even 
more than the old parties — and this is 
saying a lot — ties Britain to international 
markets, in pursuit of obsolete theories 
which have no relation to modern facts. 
Another and conclusive reason why the 
Liberal party cannot succeed is that it can 
only gather enough support to come to 
power during a time of crisis, and in a 
crisis the last party to which anyone will 
turn is the Liberal party.’’ 


in his appraisal of the small parties, 
Mosley is as faultless as before, and his 
words, when studied carefully, can give 
us an indication of what the future might 
hold: 


**There are plenty of these little parties in 
periods like this with a fine choice of 
parochial or freak programmes, but they 
soon fade away. The reason for this 


transient phenomenon is that the electorate 
is really quite content with things as they 
are, but likes to give the Establishment a 
prod every now and then, just to keep it 
awake. 

It is one thing to send a single, bright boy 
back to parliament to give the old boys a bit 
of cheek, that is great fun. But it is quite 
another thing to send back a mature man, 
the head of a deeply serious party which 
stands for fundamental change; that is a 
grave step. And the electorate quite 
naturally does not vote for a great change 
till it sees the need. Meantime it takes its 
fun in quite a variety of ways. 

In contrast to some of the freak parties in 
easy times, you will find that a serious 
movement and serious men in history 
seldom get a large popular vote until their 
time comes. Then they advance with 
extraordinary speed if they have the ideas 
and the men which fit the age. It matters 
then not a rap how much they have 
previously been attacked. 

For better or worse, a great people only 
change for great reasons; usually economic 
events which reflect profound errors in 
policy. Until then they may be interested 
in serious parties, but they do not support 
them by votes. 


Long Years of Preparation 


When necessity arises the people turn to 
a serious movement which has done long 
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years of preliminary work, and rapidly vote 
it into power. What matters to a nation in 
the final moment of truth is that the people 
should not only turn to a serious party with 
a serious policy but to a movement with a 
moral character capable of shaping the 
future — which is of necessity revolutionary 
— with full regard to the finest thoughts 
and noblest traditions of the past.”’ 


Only A Matter of Time 


To add to these deductions would be 
superfluous, except to point out that the 
British National Party is suffering as 
mentioned above. However, if the 
predictions made by Mosley are as close 
to reality as his critical analysis of the 
other parties, then it is only a matter of 
time before people turn to us for 
solutions. 

Only the BNP fulfils the criteria for a 
party which has done the groundwork as 
to the problems which face this country 
and the drastic solutions necessary to 
overcome them. There is no doubt that 
there is enormous public interest in our 
outspoken party, but the situation is not 
yet bad enough for this to translate into 
mass support. So for the time being we 
must continue our efforts to enlighten 
and inform people as to our grasp of the 
situation, and our commitment to remedy 
it. As Mosley wrote — our day will come! 
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THE SQUARE-EYED GOD 


NICK GRIFFIN warns of the dangers of television 


MOST Nationalists will be quick to agree 
that the anti-White propaganda spewed 
forth by the T.V. channels is the biggest 
single cause of the apathy, disorientation 
and downright suicidal tendencies afflicting 
so many of our folk. The continual barrage 
of White-death propaganda, from race- 
mixing to homosexuality, the ‘Holocaust’ 
to feminism, is now as blatant as itis ruthless. 
At first sight the problem appears to be 
simply the content of so many programmes — 
the heroic Black cop fighting to overcome the 
bigotry and incompetence of his superiors; the 
caring homosexual teacher who is the only 
person to recognise the problem which has 
been holding back a ‘troublesome’ pupil; the 
loud-mouthed racist whose life is saved by a 
brilliant Asian doctor. But to regard what is 
watched as the root of the problem may in fact 
miss the point altogether. According to a 
number of researchers, the real basis of the 
power of the controllers of the networks is not 
what images they show us, but the way in 
which those images are made. They conclude 
that the danger is not fundamentally one of 
indoctrination, but one of hypnotism. 

This phenomenon is all too well understood 
by our media masters. Tony Swartz, for 
example, boasts that he ran Jimmy Carter’s 
1976 media campaign using TV ‘‘as a door to 
your home, even as a door to your mind.” 
Four years earlier, Swartz had written even 
more bluntly in his book The Responsive 
Chord that the electronic media “‘provide us 
with direct access to people’s minds.”’ 

Herbert Krugman conducted extensive 
scientific research into the way television 
affects the viewer, before going on to become 
manager of public opinion research at General 
Electric. His most important experiments 
involved using electrodes to connect watchers 
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toan electroencephalographin order to observe 
their brainwave patterns. The results were 
published in 1970 in the journal of the 
American Association for Public Opinion 
Research. Krugman claims that, within a 
mere thirty seconds of starting to watch, the 
brainwaves switch from being predominantly 
beta (indicating alert, conscious and critical 
attention) to a pattern of alpha waves which 
indicates an unfocused but receptive lack of 
attention. Withcontrol groups reading books 
or magazines, or simply observing their 
surroundings, beta waves remain dominant 
but, with T. V. the uncritical alpha waves take 
over even if the programme deals with a 
subject of specific interest to the viewer. 


Brainwashing Medium 


The devastating impact of T.V. as a 
medium for collective brainwashing is 
perhaps shown most graphically by the 
fact that the brainwave pattern which 
emerges after only afew minutes viewing is 
the same as that shown in experiments by 
the victims of 96 hours of sensory 
deprivation. 

These involved being floated motionless in 
water at blood-heat in total darkness and 
silence. Under such conditions, the left side 
of the brain, which deals with sequential 
logic, words, analysis and reasoning, simply 
shuts down. This leaves the right hemisphere 
of thebrain, which deals withimages, colours, 
rhythyms and emotions, toprocess uncritically 
all the information with which it is provided. 
In the sensory deprivation tank, where there 
are no external stimuli, the results include 
hallucinations and blind panic. In front of the 
television, the results are likely to include 
acceptance of the media controllers’ 
propaganda. 

Krugman doesn’t put it quite like that, but 
he doesn’t stop far short, drawing particular 
attention to the superiority of TV to other 
media: 

‘*It appears that the mode of response to 
television is more or less constant and very 
different from the response to print. That 
is, the basic electrical response is clearly to 
the medium and not to the content. 
(Television is) a communication medium 
that effortlessly transmits huge quantities 
of information not thought about at the 
time of exposure.”’ 

Most research into the effects of television 
is, of course, financed by the industry itself, so 
it is hardly surprising that little work has been 
done to pursue this line of investigation. An 
exception has been the work of Australian 
researchers Fred and Merrelyn Emery, whose 


devastating critique of the TV ‘‘culture,’’ 4 
Choice of Futures, was published by the 
National University of Australia back in 1975. 
Among other things, the Emerys 
investigated the physiological effects of 
television. Whereas big-screen movie pictures 
are created by a succession of individual 
‘‘frames’’ being flashed up one after another, 
TV images are generated by electronic 
scanning. Tiny dots formed into 525 lines 
(U.S. system) are activated by a cathode ray 
gun scanner, which fires electrons along 
alternate lines. The illuminated dots are 
generated 50 times per second and ‘‘fired’’ at 
the eye to be turned into pictures by the brain. 
The human eye and brain can only 
consciously record. visual stimuli at 20 
impulses or less per second. The husband and 
wife team believe that the rapid pulses cause 
the brain to become fixated on the light in its 
effort to keep up with the stimulation. In 
addition, they suggest that our eyes are 
designed to cope primarily with light reflected 
by other objects — ambient light. The 
television, by contrast, is an active source of 
radiant light, something which until the last 
few decades could only be seen in the sun, 
stars, lightning and fire (all of them, 
intriguingly, important symbols of worship 
in many different cultures). The Emerys 
conclude that, as human sight has not evolved 
to deal with radiant light, our brains simply 
don’t try. Faced with a deluge of radiant 
flashes, the conscious brain switches off. 
The result, conclude the Emerys, is shown 
in the “‘television stare’’ of the typical viewer 
— the fixed position of the eyes and head, 
minimal eye movement and slight de-focusing 
to take in the whole screen. Meanwhile, the 
effect on the brain is such that “‘viewing is at 
the conscoius level of somnambulism.’’ In 
other words, viewers are held barely awake by 
the medium. 


Simple Beginning 

So what rational and effective response can 
we all make? The simplest beginning must be 
personal. We must put our own houses in 
order before we have the right to criticize the 
others for their addiction to the idiot box. So 
go out first thing tomorrow and place a local 
advert offering you own T.V. for sale, then 
buy some books and a pack of cards with the 
proceeds. 

At the very least, get a video player and 
tune every channel so that your T.V. simply 
cannot pick up an external signal. Then at 
least you can choose what is available to be 
watched. This is particularly vital if you have 
young children. It is certainly true that, to 
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start with, bringing up a family withouta T.V. 
to tranquillize them and keep them quiet does 
involve extra work. It certainly involves extra 
noise and extra mess as they learn to amuse 
themselves by making things, taking things 
apart, collecting things and asking questions. 
There are a number of excellent books giving 
advice on this subject. 

In his 1982 study The Disappearance of 
Childhood, Neil Postman urges parents to 
make this effort and points out that: 

‘Such parents are not only helping their 
children to have a childhood but are, at the 
same time, creating an intellectual elite. 
Certainly in the short run the children who 
grow up in such homes will, as adults, be 
much favoured by business, the professions 
and the media themselves. What can we say 
inthelong run? Only this: Those parents who 
resist the spirit of the age will contribute to 
what might be called the Monastery Effect, 
for they will keep alive a humane tradition. It 
is not conceivable that our culture will forget 
that it needs children. But it is halfway 
toward forgetting that children need 
childhood. Those who insist on remembering 
shall perform a noble service.”’ 

As a matter of fact, our culture has gone a 
long way to forgetting that it needs children, 
but that is another, though closely related, 
issue. But to stay on the subject of television, 
the bottom line is this. You would never 
consider leaving your children for one 
minute in thecare of a hypnotist with along 
history of encouraging young children to 
regard race-mixing, homosexuality and 
Communism as normal, and their own 
parents as evil bigots. But this isexactly the 
message which will be pushed into their 
mesmerized, receptive minds over some 
15,000 hours of T.V. viewing by the time 
they finish school. Unless you get rid of the 
thing. If this simple step is too much, at the 
very least drastically restrict its use, spending 
more time watching wholesome videos — 
nature programmes, classic films and such 
like -- and cut down on the propaganda-filled 
broadcast channels. 


Think For Themselves 


Having done this, you could try to encourage 
your friends, neighbours and relatives to do 
the same. Lend them books on the subject, tell 
them about the good effect it has had on your 
children, indeed on your entire family. Try to 
build a self-supporting network of families 
who have kicked the habit. This will give vou 
the beginnings of a local pool of people who 
are able to think for themselves and be more 
receptive to the Nationalist message in future. 

In the meantime, we can take some 
encouragement from noting that the mental 
crippling of the majority of the White 
population, for all the might of the Enemy 
networks, is far from complete. In fact, the 
decline into chaos for which we are supposed 


Wow! That was a really good NBC 
how about evil White rednecks! Now 


son, flush it over to the Fox Network for Bess 
the movie about psycho killer White 
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to have been prepared seems to have 
outstripped the brainwashing programme, 
resulting in the disjointed beginnings of a 
mighty backlash. Thus, for example, a forty 
year long wave of intense propaganda to 
encourage irresponsible, indiscriminate, non- 
reproductive sex is now breaking on the rock 
of a return to more traditional values which 
seemed to have been smashed to atoms only 
afew years ago. Andincountry after country, 
pro-White and nationalistic parties are 
making electoral strides which were 
inconceivable less than a decade ago. 

The gathering backlash against the results 
of all the evil carried out under cover of public 
intoxication with the TV drug is, in itself, not 
a great deal of use. Many of the groups at 
present benefitting from this phenomenon 
are naive and unfocused. Some —such as the 
kosher conservative radio talk-shows now so 
popular in the United States ~ have almost 
certainly been created as safety valves. But 
the very fact that such outlets are considered 
necessary, and are proving so popular, is 
testimony to the weak foundations of the 
liberal dream. Popular discontent, on its 
own, can never create worthwhile and lasting 
change. But if there is an efficient and well- 
motivated organization ready to help widen 
the cracks in the dam of the Old Order, and 
to channel the resulting flood waters in the 
right direction, then popular discontent can 
end up in revolution. 

‘We must remember that the Enemy’s anti- 
White television propaganda has been in 
direct conflict with every instinct of self- 
preservation and every scrap of economic 
self-interest in the hearts, minds and blood of 
its targets. It will be particularly interesting 
to see what effect even a small amount of well 
produced pro-White televised material has 


As American Nationalists see it. Anti-White bias on T.V. is a world-wide problem. 


on this still far from complete brainwashing 
programme. Itcould well be far more dramatic 
than we dare to expect. This is why it is so 
important that White educational groups 
like the National Alliance are beginning to 
put serious efforts into developing the video 
aS amass propaganda medium. In the five 
years after the next General Election, the 
BNP must direct a significant proportion 
of its resources into similar projects. 

Anti-T.V. author Martin Large likens 
television to ‘‘the glue that holds our consumer 
society together, while its citizens are isolated 
and their perception of social reality 
fragmented’’. He quotes a book by fellow 
criticof the box, Martin Pawley’s The Private 
Future to support this view: 

‘*Television, queen of the consumer 
durables, is also the principal assassin of 
public life and community politics. It absorbs 
the deceptions, and the evasions of the real 
world, mixes them with its own, fragmentary 
glimpses of the real thing that occasionally 
prompts outraged citizens to write to the 
newspapers. The crisis of television begins 
when you stop watching it. Until then it 
exudes secondary reality, the synthetic glue 
of consumer society.”’ 

Ponder that point for a moment. The 
System is held together by electronic glue! 
When it starts to fail — because of a challenge 
which utilizes the same technology, or because 
people are too hungry to sit and watch, or 
because rioting minorities have burnt them 
out of their armchairs, or some combination 
of such factors — the change will be sudden. 
And because what we have been pursuaded 
to accept is so unnatural, the reaction 
against it will be drastic. The people who 
have been sticking the glue on us will come 
unstuck in a big way. 
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IDEAS WITHOUT ACTION 


A leading journalist pinpoints the paralysis of right-wing Conservatism 


PEREGRINE WORSTHORNE, veteran 
columnist of the Sunday Telegraph, began 
his weekly piece on April 14th in gloomy 
mood:- 


“With the best will in the world I 
am now unable to enjoy the very 
right-wing journalism to which, 
until recently, Iwas addicted. The 
thought of having to read another 
leader-page article in the Daily 
Mail, for example, has become so 
unacceptable that last week I 
actuallf cancelled delivery of that 
once favoured newspaper. 

“This is nothing to do with any 
alterations in my political opinions, 
which remain as right-wing as 
ever. It has to do with a growing 
conviction that expressing right- 
wing opinions is now futile. For in 
spite of being denounced day after 
day by Paul Johnson, our latter- 
day Thomas Carlyle, Simon Heffer, 
et al, permissiveness, political 
correctness, welfare-state 
scrounging, single mothers, 
homosexuality. all continue to 
flourish. 

“In earlier times I placed great 
faith in the efficacy of their Daily 
Mail philippics, convinced that 
such persuasive and powerful 
arguments were in time bound to 
bring about radical changes in 
policy that would eventually 
engender the social and moral 
counter-revolution for which I have 
long prayed. This seemed all the 
more certain because the socialist 
and liberal counter-arguments in 
the radical press had long since 
lost all their pith and bite. One 
more reactionary verbal push and, 
so I naively assumed, victory would 
be ours. 

“But a thousand and one verbal 
pushes later, real victory, as 
against debating victory, is no 
nearer. For all the good that such 
articles have actually done, these 
right-wing journalists could have 
saved their ink. Divorce rates 
continue to soar, as does the 
number of single mothers, and, 
although expenditure on the 
welfare state increases more slowly 
than before, it is still relentlessly 
going up, as is the incidence of sex 
and violence on television...’’ 


Some of our own readers may feel that Sir 
Peregrine, in the issues he has highlighted in 
his picture of the right-left debate, has ignored 
some of the bigger priorities. However, the 
man has nevertheless made his point. Though 
the national mood, not only among the public 
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as a whole but even as reflected in the popular 
press by way of the writers he has mentioned, 
has been swinging increasingly to the right, 
actual events in Britain have continued in 
their lurch towards those policies favoured 
by the left. There has been a widening gap 
between the world of ideas and the world of 
action. The opinions of Messrs. Johnson and 
Heffer — to which one might add those of 
Andrew Alexander, Richard Littlejohn and 
(albeit more softly expressed) Charles Moore 
— have failed to change the course of British 
politics. We can expect a further acceleration 
in the output of such opinions in the future as 
the developments provoking themaccelerate, 
but the pace of the latter will not slow up. On 
the contrary, with a Blair Government of 
Islington bien pensants about to take over the 
country before very long, it will increase 
spectacularly. 


Power of Market Forces 


Why this paradox? Sir Peregrine gives a 
hint of part of the trouble as he continues his 
lament: - 

‘“... instead of recognising that 
something has gone gravely 
wrong, and that the old socialist 
and liberal enemy has unexpectedly 
found new reinforcements — 
namely consumer capitalism — 
these columnists content 
themselves with even more verbal 
fusillades, even more Pyrrhic 
rhetorical victories which change 
nothing. It is their Pollyanna-ish 
optimism that drives me up the 
wall. When are they going to realise 
that, while it might have been 
possible to reverse the 
depredations of Roy Jenkins’ 
permissive society by argument — 
that is to say, by demonstrating the 
harm his variety of liberalism has 
done — it is going to be another 
matter to reverse the depredations 
oftoday’s permissive society which 
depends for its dynamism far more 
on market forces than on liberal 
ideals; far more on love of profit 
than on love of liberty? 


Yes, consumer capitalism and ‘market 
forces’ have some relevance to this problem. 
And here lies something of the right-wing 
Conservative dilemma. The Tory Right, 
which Sir Peregrine and the others mentioned 
would no doubt acknowledge as their 
ideological home, embraces consumer 
capitalism and the rule of market forces more 
passionately than does any faction within the 
present political mainstream. Yet consumer 
capitalism and market forces, by their 
uncontrolled nature, are shaping society more 
and more in accordance with the ideological 


prescriptions of the left. Consumer capitalism 
and market forces must, in the pursuit of the 
maximum profitability, pander to the lowest 
common denominator in the way of popular 
tastes, ideals and mores. They must satisfy 
the ‘‘I want it now — and cheaply’’ urge in 
the consumer market, and that means that 
they must foster a universally homogenised 
culture conducive to the breeding of flabby, 
materialistic, herd-like people living in a 
risk-free environment undemanding either of 
individual initiative, resourcefulness or 
independence of thought — in other words 
precisely the socialist utopia beloved of 

progressive’ thinkers over the past two 
centuries. 

Yet despite this, the Tory Right seems still 
wedded to free-market capitalist dogma — 
precisely because the very word ‘freedom’ is, 
in its own catechism, a concept so holy as to 
be beyond all questioning, analysis or debate. 
And here we see the remaining part of the 
problem of current Tory thinking. So 
sacrosanct is ‘freedom’ that the right-wing 
Tory is unprepared to sanction those measures 
necessary to curb, let alone prevent, the 
social, cultural and political tendencies he so 
angrily deplores and denounces. 

And here we come up against the brutal 
truth: that ideas are useless without action. 
Concomitantly, action is impossible without 
power. And it seems to be one of the eternal 
problems of human nature that those who 
dwell in the world of the purest and ndblest 
ideas are the least willing to grapple with 
questions of power, least of all do what has to 
be done to exercise power effectively. 


Words Not Enough 
Let Peregrine Worsthorne continue:- 


“IT am now beginning to realise 
what it must have felt like to be a 
man of the Enlightenment in late- 
18th-century pre-revolutionary 
France and in late-19th-century 
pre-revolutionary Russia. All the 
intellectual arguments had been 
won, but still the ancien régime 
carried onregardless, impervious 
to reason, rhetoric, satire and 
denunciation. No wonder, in 
despair, the men of the 
Enlightenment eventually 
renounced argument in favour of 
force: gave up journalism for 
revolutionary politics; became, in 
a word, authoritarian. You can’t 
make an omlette without breaking 
Corse, | as the Kussian 
revolutionaries (almost) said. 
More and more I am tempted to 
add: ‘Nor a counter-revolution 
either.’ Conservatism has indeed 
democratically out-argued 


socialism and liberalism — 
debunked Karl Marx and even 
John Stuart Mill. But it will take 
Sticks and stones, not mere words, 
to do down the likes of Rupert 
Murdoch and Michael Grade.”’ 


Quite so — just so long as we interpret the 
“sticks and stones’ in the figurative sense in 
which Sir Peregrine has obviously intended 
it. The stupidest construction we could put on 
his words would be to take them as a summons 
to forsake lawful politics at this precise 
moment and go out into the streets in pursuit 
of revolutionary violence — as if present 
conditions in this country were remotely 
comparable to those in France and Russia at 
the times that Sir Peregrine has cited. This is 
not because ‘‘renouncing argument in favour 
of force,’’ as he puts it, is immoral but only 
because at the present time, as a general 
political strategy, it is wholly impractical. 

But what is equally impractical is to suppose 
that ‘right-wing’ ideas, merely by virtue of 
their superior moral and intellectual merits, 
will suffice to turn the tide against ‘political 
correctness’ when the latter has on its side all 
the truly effective implements of political 
power, which include the machinery of 
pressure, intimidation, coercion and 
suppression. 

Tory ideologues have the habit of imagining 
that their ‘free market’ principles are as valid 
in the field of ideology as they suppose them 
to be in that of economics, that the good will 
eventually drive out the bad by virtue of its 
greater quality commending itself to the 
people’s choice. They fail to appreciate that 
the Left’s dominance over so much of the 
20th century has been rooted in its adherents 
seeing themselves as being engaged in a war, 
in which the only crime is not to win. Given 
that modern politics is just that — a war, the 
side that recognises this truth and acts 
accordingly is certain to prevail over that 
which presumes itself to be involved in a 
gentlemanly contest conducted in keeping 
with the rules of the debating chamber, and 
which refuses to play by any other rules. 


The reality of power 


Sir Peregrine says that ‘‘Conservatism has 
indeed democratically out-argued socialism 
and liberalism.’’ Translate this to read that 
the right has democratically out-argued the 
left and we can accept his general point. He 
then goes on to say that it will take more than 
this ‘to do down the likes of Rupert Murdoch 
and Michael Grade.’’ Precisely. And here is 
the rub. Rupert Murdoch and Michael Grade 
enjoy the sway that they do over millions of 
minds, not because they have won an 
argument, but because they understand power 
and because they have on their side the forces 
that represent power in our modern society. 
Neither Rupert Murdoch nor Michael Grade 
are particularly nice people, and that is part 
of their power and our problem. Power in the 
real world will always lie with those who are 
prepared on occasions not to be ‘nice’ — who 
indeed are often much less ‘nice’ generally 
than those who protest in strong moral 
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indignation against what Sir Peregrine has 
called their ‘depredations’. 

Reverting to Sir Peregrine’s reference to 
pre-revolutionary France and Russia, we 
ought to be able to see that the key word he 
has used here is not force — the use of which, 
as has been suggested, is subject to tactical 
considerations — but authoritarian. Here he 
gets to the heart of the matter. The Left, 
though its theorists rail against every kind of 
‘authority’ and even against the principle of 
‘authority’ per se, is by its whole instinct 
authoritarian. It does not advance the ideas of 
‘political correctness’ in accordance with the 
rules of normal debate; it seeks quite ruthlessly 
to impose them by all means it considers 
necessary. To the Left, opposing opinions 
are not merely erroneous; they have no moral 
legitimacy whatever and should preferably 
not even be allowed expression — any more 
than in times of war the case for the enemy is 
for one moment permitted a hearing. 

To recognise this is not to propose that the 
Right should adopt a completely identical 
attitude towards the opinions of the Left — 
the latter, by their very absurdity, can be used 
against their exponents merely by being 
subjected to the free and open analysis that 
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those exponents so much fear; it is merely to 
acknowledge the reality of the war that the 
Left and its various supporting agencies, 
conscious and unconscious, are currently 
Waging against our nation, and to remind 
ourselves that in the last resort this nation has 
the right to defend itself against these attacks 
by whatever methods are necessary to its 
survival. 

This the Conservative will not accept — 
because, up to this point at least, he will not 
be willing to take up the attitude of the 
authoritarian. He will write angry articles 
denouncing unpleasant tendencies in the 
political, social and cultural spheres — 
denouncing everything that marches under 
the banner of ‘political correctness’ — but he 
is not ready to wage war against them with 
whatever weapons are required to destroy 
them, Only when he has graduated to that 
state of awareness and preparedness will his 
polemics be of any value. But of course then 
he will have ceased any longer to be a 
Conservative and will have become something 
different 

What Peregrine Worsthorne has said of 
himself and other ‘right-wing’ journalists of 
the mainstream press might, upon superficial 
examination, be thought to be applicable to 
those of us who write in Spearhead and allied 


publications. We, like they, attack destructive 
tendencies in Britain’s national body which 
cannot at the moment be stopped and only 
seem to increase in proportion to the 
vehemence of our denunciations of them. 


Fundamental Difference 


But there is a difference, and a very 
fundamental one. They are Conservatives. 
This means that they want to see the status 
quo retained as it is. They are defending the 
ramparts of an edifice that is crumbling, but 
their shields and their counter-fire are not 
having the slightest effect in the way of 
preventing its destruction. 

We are not Conservatives but radicals — 
right-wing radicals, if you will, and not left- 
wing ones, but radicals nonetheless for that. 
Some would even go so far as to describe us 
as revolutionaries, but we will not get into 
that argument here. We fully recognise that 
what we write today will not have the slightest 
effect in the way of arresting the onward 
march of those tendencies that are destroying 
our society — nor should we even wish it to 
do so! That which is rotten, putrid, decayed 
and doomed to die we should not waste five 
minutes in trying to preserve. 

To us there is only one thing that matters, 
and that is that when the certain death of the 
old traditional society occurs there is 
something ready to take its place: a new, vital 
and vigorous society founded on sound 
principles given to the service of life-creating 
and life-preserving forces; a society dedicated 
to eternal natural laws and truths. 

What we write today is intended for the 
consumption of those people who are destined 
to play some role in the construction of that 
new society, who may contribute to the 
building of the new political, social, moral 
and cultural edifice which we are determined 
will rise from out of the inevitable rubble of 
the old. 

We write to create a climate of ideas for the 
benefit of that minority that is sufficiently 
healthy in body, mind and instinct to be 
immunised against the present decadence and 
which must be mobilised and directed towards 
the struggle that will follow when it has done 
its work and produced: first, destruction and 
collapse; then the void out of which 
opportunities for rebirth will emerge. 


We recognise that that which Daily Mail 
and other Conservative writers are trying 
tosavecannot be saved, that the juggernaut 
of ‘political correctness’ which they oppose 
cannot be halted. That juggernaut will, 
sooner or later (and let it be sooner!), hit 
the ship of our present state and reduce it 
to a burning wreck — with themselves still 
clutching desperately at their pens as they 
dash for the lifeboats being lowered over 
the edge. 

We in the meantime, having long 
abandoned that ship in the sure knowledge 
of its impending sinkage, will be standing 
by in calm fortitude with our own new ship 
and crew, ready to pick up the survivors 
and chart a new voyage into the future. 


JAMES THURGOOD 
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ONLY ONE WAY TO VICTORY 


IAN HOLMES calls’on nationalists to concentrate rather than disperse 


‘In the lives of great nations comes the moment of decision, comes the moment of destiny and this nation again and again in 
the great hours of its fate has swept aside convention, has swept aside the little men of talk and delay and has decided to follow 
men and movements who say we go forward to action! 

Let who dare follow us in this hour. That is the fervour of the mighty mood of Britain.’’ 


The moment of decision mentioned in the 
above quote has arrived for our race and 
nation. We are facing the stark question of 
whether we live or die. There can be no 
compromise with the evil that is poisoning 
our people and land: either racialnationalism 
emerges victorious or our race is lost forever 
and Britain becomes part of the Third World. 
We can still win, but time is not on our side. 

This is an age of extreme crisis — more terrible 
and threatening than in any past period of our 
history. One of the most tragic and potentially 
lethal factors in our fight for racial life is that 
many racially conscious Britons, who understand 
where we are heading and share our concern, fail 
to take the only course of action that can save 
everything they believe in and know is nght. In 
Britain that course of action is to support the only 
organised resistance to our destruction; the only 
organisation that has a chance of succeeding; the 
only hope for racial and national rebirth; the 
British National Party. It is a choice between 
racial survival or extinction; between a chance of 
victory and the certainty of defeat; between a 
future for white children in Britain and their 
growing up in a nightmare world without hope. 


Before It's Too Late 


No other racial nationalist organisation can be 
built, before it is too late, to the level of the BNP; 
there will be no spontaneous uprising by our 
people against multi-racialism; there will be no 
C18-type overthrow of the System; there will be 
no imposed solution to our racial problems from 
a foreign nationalist organisation that might 
gain power before the BNP; there will be no 
change of policy on multi-racialism by the 
mainstream political parties; no other white 
leadership will emerge in our communities. It is 
the BNP and the BNP alone that is our only 
chance, our last line of defence! 

This is not empty rhetoric or a prediction, it is 
truth and reality. Any racially conscious Bnton 
who fails to accept this fact is playing cards ona 
sinking ship and rejecting our nation’s only 
lifeboat 

The BNP as an organisation is by no means 

_ perfect, and the party leadership will be the tirst 
to acknowledge this. The problem is not that the 
BNP leadership fails to recognise the party’s 
limitations but that it is overstretched to the limit 
carrying out essential party work. We need to 
increase our propaganda media; we must 
continue to develop our educational network; we 
need to strengthen our financial base; we need 
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more organisers, more activists, more members; 
we need printing presses, computer networks 
and everything else that will be needed to turn 
the BNP into an unstoppable force. In order for 
us to do this, people with the necessary skills and 
resources must come forward. 

While we admit that the BNP is by no means 
perfect, it is without question the only serious 
movement of racial resistance in Britain. The 
BNP has emerged from the long struggles of the 
‘eighties, when three or four groups competed 
for the same support, to become Britain’s 
dominant racial nationalist organisation. The 
‘nineties have been a period of growth both 
organisationally and in electoral support. The 
high point of the BNP’s electoral efforts so far 
was Derek Beacon’s election victory of 
September 1993, and since then the party has 
continued to make progress. It now has 


considerable support among many white 
communities, support which can only continue 
to growas the old political parties continue to fail 
and more and more Bnions become increasingly 
tired of the multi-racial nightmare. 

The structure of the BNP ensures unity and 
cohesiveness, and also gets the best from its 
members. It has organised units and branches 
throughout the ountry which speak for the interests 
of Britain and the British in their areas. The party 
is supported by two excellent national magazines, 
The Rune and Spearhead, as well as the hard- 
hitting British Nationalist newspaper and 
numerous local and regional publications. We 
have developed an infrastructue which uses many 
different media to promote our message of racial 
survival and progress, including leaflets, 
booklets, stickers, videos, an Internet site and 
the BNP Book Service. Our organisation is 
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financially stable, with extra funds coming from 
a merchandise operation. Most important of all, 
the British National Party has recognition among 
both the general population and among our 
enemies that it is the organisation which 
represents the interests of white people in Britain. 


When you ask a nationalist their reason for not 
supporting the BNP you usually get one of the 
following excuses for abstention:- 

1) They don’t like a particular individual in 
the party leadership and will not be part of any 
organisation with which that person is involved. 

This is pathetic. Personality clashes don’t 
count when weare fighting for our very existence. 

2) The BNP is not ideologically hardline 
enough. 

The BNP is an organisation which addresses 
the problems of the present day. This is not the 
1920’s or 1930s; the past cannot be relived; it 
can only inspire us to carry on the fight. It would 
be political as well as racial suicide for the BNP 
to express open admiration for the great heroes 
and nationalist movements of the past. We 
would be politically insignificant and there would 
be no hope of our developing into a mass 
movement that could offer a serious challenge to 
the old political parties. There is simply too 
much at stake for us to give our enemies this kind 
of edge. The great men of the past themselves 
would be the first to tell us this. In any case, their 
heroism has already given those great men of the 
past immortality in the collective consciousness 
of our race. They will be remembered and 
revered by generation after generation for as long 
as therace survives. Those so-called “hardliners’ 
who fail to support the BNP are betraying those 
past heroes, for we are Britain’s only hope for 
racial survival. Who will remember the glory of 
our race’s past heroes in a non-white Britain, if 
the BNP fails. 

3. They claim that they have ‘‘done their bit’’ 
or refuse to get involved again because they 
have felt letdown by the nationalistmovement’s 
past failures. 

Both these answers display a lack of character. 
Nobody is exempt from the fight until we win, no 
matter what contribution they have made in the 
past. Everyone who gets involved in our struggle 
gets let down from time to time; it’s a part of life. 
But we must refuse to give up because of it. Our 
race and nation demand that we fight on. Many 
of the present day leadership of the BNP went 
through the heartbreak of seeing the National 
Front split apart. They refused to give up, but put 
fresh efforts into building the BNP. The fact that 


the BNP has reached the dominant position it is 
in today proves that determination can overcome 
any setback. 

4. Some racial nationalists believe that it is 
futile to attempt to build an organisation with 
mass support and prefer to see themselves as 
elite political soldiers and cadres, often 
despising the vast majority of ordinary Britons. 

This is arrogant nonsense. There are millions 
of Britons who feel the same way as we do about 
the problems that are destroying our country and 
race. Our task is to inspire Bnitain’s army of 
discontented into fighting back. It can be done! 
Any racial nationalist who tells you otherwise is 
worse than any of our enemies because they are 
spreading defeatism. 

Nearly all the racial nationalists who see 
themselves as elite cadres and political soldiers 
experienced the setbacks and factionalism which 
plagued the National Front in the ‘eighties. They 
now: prefer the more comfortable strategy of 
preaching to the converted. They are politically 
insignificant; they have no recognition in white 
communities; they offer no way forward for our 
movement. They understand thatnew recruits to 
our cause will turn to the BNP because it is the 
only organisation that is on the battlefield, but 
rather than help build it they hang around on the 
fringes trying to ‘poach’ young activists. 

If they are serious about creating a future 
for white children in Britain, it’s time to stop 
playing cards on a sinking ship and get 
involved strengthening the only lifeboat — the 
BNP. 

5) Some nationalists will not support the B NP 
because they disagree with one or two of its 
policies. 

The raison d'etre of the BNP can be summed 
up in the Fourteen Words philosophy expounded 
by David Lane: “*We must secure the existence 
of our race and a future for white children.”* If 
you share this fundamental belief then your 
place is in our ranks, not arguing about the 
theoretical benefits of a particular policy in a 
hypothetical nationalist state while our children 
are brainwashed into accepting Blacks as 
potential marriage partners; non-whites flood 
our homeland, and our people are stripped of 
their sense of identity and pride. 


The Big Picture 


This is a time of destiny, a time to be living, 
because the positive actions of an individual — 
you —can make all the difference between racial 
victory or extinction. Racial nationalists must 
see the big picture: comrades who went their 
different ways in the factional disputes of the 
eighties can work together again; the racial 
nationalist movement can be united; it can be 
developed into a mass movement; it can give our 
youth new hope for the future; it can awaken our 
people from their sleep of death; it can challenge 
the old parties at the ballot box; it can create out 
of the decadence of the present a Greater Britain 
of beauty and nobility where our people again 
take the upward path. 

In order for this vision to become reality all 
racially conscious Britons must give their support 
to the BNP. Those who refuse, whether through 


lack of character, shortsightedness, stubbornness 
or egotism, are actively aiding the destruction of 
our race and nation because, even though they 
know the truth, even though they know where 
our society, country and people are heading, they 


fail to support the only organisation that has a. 


chance ofaltering the situation. They’re betraying 
their heritage and culture; they’re betraying all 
those who fought for Britain down through the 
ages; they’re betraying all those who fought for 
Britain down through the ages; they’ re betraying 
all those who fought for Britain down through 
the ages:they’re betraying the great men of the 
past; they’re betraying all the earlier generations 
of our Folk and all the future generations of 
Britons yet unborn. They’re betraying their 
responsibility as white men and women. 


Why We Fight 


If you are still not convinced, if you are still 
trying to find excuses, then think for a minute 
about why we in the BNP fight? Why do weeven 
continue to exist despite the odds and pressures 
which face our organisation? 

The men and women of the British National 
Party fight for blood and soil, for our heritage and 
destiny. We fight because we understand and 
love the greatness which is in our race; we fight 
for our great thinkers and inventors, for the 
beauty created by our great poets and artists, for 
the heroism and daring of our great warriors, for 
the sacrifices of our martyrs. We fight fora racial 
idealist philosophy which recognises racial 
survival and progress as the ultimate good. We 
fight because we want our race of genius, nobility 
and beauty to walk this earth from now to 
eternity. We fight because our Cause is right! 

It haunts us night and day that we might lose, 
and everything worth fighting for, living for and 
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Have you joined the Welling Club? 
The Welling Club is a special group that has been formed for the purpose 
of raising money for the British National Party. Membership is open to all 
persons, whether or not BNP members, willing to contribute £20 each 
month to the party’s funds. 
Welling Club members will be sent hair bulletins informing them of 


_ required. They will also. be entitled to attend, free of charge, an annual club 
ca eel compre " the BNP Chairman. 
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dying for will be swept away by the decadence 
and darkness which threaten to engulf our land 
and people. 

If you also think like this, then you must ask 
yourself: ‘“Am I nght not to help the BNP?’” If 
you are true to yourself, our noble cause, and our 
race and nation, then you must join with us. 


The Standard of White Resistance 


The British National Party has been carrying 
the standard of white resistance in Britain since 
1982. It is a standard which still flies proudly 
despite the hard faction-plagued years of the 
‘eighties; despite the continued lies of the mass 
media, the Red violence against our activists 
and the bombings and attacks on our properties; 
despite the state harassment and false 
imprisonment of our members, the poisonous 
attacks by C18, and the political setbacks 
occasionally forced onus by the combined weight 
of the old parties and church and ‘community 
leaders’. 

The BNP’s standard is a symbol of racial life 
and light, which shines with brilliance in a 
darkening world. It is a standard of beauty 
whichrepresents the nobility, genius and heroism 
of our race; a standard of a great people, a great 
land and a great movement. 

' Everyday more Britons come forward to 
help carry that standard. Join them! Do what 
you know to be right, what your racial soul 
calls for, what all the unborn generations of 
white children demand: help carry the 
standard! Forwecanwin. Then our standard 
will be flown throughout Britain, heralding a 
new dawn for our race and nation. And in 
place of today’s dark nightmare, white 
children will once more look to a future bright 
with hope. 
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LA AANAAANAN 


The Editor 


'Spearhead' 

c/o, PO, Box: 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: | write having seen the recent news 
items reporting the violent scenes 
amongst the huge crowds queing at the 
Immigration Tower at Wan Chai, Hong 
Kong, on the last day for the colony’s 
residents to apply for British Overseas 
Passports. Being in Hong Kong for a 
family reunion, | was told by a cousin 
that she had heard from another cousin 
that queues for passports had been 
forming at Immigration Tower in the 
early hours of every morning. Wanting 
to see this for myself, | went along to the 
building nine days before the close of 
applications. Even then the queue, 
which was marshalled by police with 
loud-hailers, was a quarter of a mile 
long and ten people deep in places. 

My mother summed up the situation 
when she wondered what proportion of 
those in the queue would use their new 
passports to return to their Chinese 
motherland, as opposed to those who 
would seek to come to Britain. If the 
vast influx of Chinese into Hong Kong 
over the last century and a half, brought 
about by the considerable benefits of the 
British colonial presence, is anything to 
go by, then the question ought not to be 
too difficult to answer. 


MALVERN TIPPING 
Framlingham, Suffolk. 


SIR: As police authorities call for 
psychological profiling for people 
wishing to hold gun licences, the 
disastrous performance of our rulers in 
past decades suggests that purporting to 
represent the electorate should likewise 
undergo psychological profiling. 

Bad judgement; misplaced sentiment 
in dealing with criminals, illegal 
immigrants and bogus asylum seekers; 
under-the-table negotiations with 
terrorists; involvement of our armed 
forces in foreign civil wars, and injustice 
against the British racial majority, by 
tradition and birthright the greatest asset 
this country could ever have, all illustrate 
the necessity for politicians to prove their 
psychological ability to govern according 
to our national interests. 

This country is poorer for the loss of 15 
children and a teacher because the 
mind of a perverted licenced gun holder 
snapped with terrible consquences, yet it 
is even worse to expose an entire 
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country to mayhem through the insane 
policies which have been pursued for 
the past fifty years by politicians whose 
psychological stability leaves as much to 
be desired as a gun in the hand of a 
Thomas Hamilton. 


SYLVIA NOBLE 
Colne, Lancashire 


SIR: Just a few words to add to your 
accurate comments about the awful 
murder of those little children at 
Dunblane. Not one media-hypster 
would ever accept it, but it is they who 
are largely responsible for foul and evil 
men like Hamilton emerging from the 
sewers. It is the media which has 
created the immoral climate that 
encourages these perverts. 

Such is the intensity of media support 
for homosexuals that they now actually 
feel a sense of grievance when decent 
folk spearate themselves from their 
company and take measures to protect 
their children from them. As a 
consquence of years of false “Gay 
Rights” propaganda, Thomas Hamilton 
probably genuinely thought that he was 
being ill-treated when parents took their 
children away from his youth club. So 
the evil pervert slaughtered all those 
wee bairns and their teacher to get his 
revenge. 

The “boozy blowhards” of the media, 
as John Tyndall once described them, 
thus share in the guilt for the terrible 
massacre. They are guilty of clearing 
the way for these nauseating creatures 
to flaunt their perversion on our streets. 

When the BNP castigates open 
displays of homosexuality the media 
slams us as “bigots.” Well, now we see 
the fruit of their support for perversion. 
The little graves of Dunblane are just 
one more of the horrors for which they 
must one day answer. 


HARRY MULLIN 
Glasgow, Scotland 


SIR: | think George Orwell prophesies 
in 1984 that Newspeak will be universal 
by 2050. It seems to be happening 
faster than he expected. Ona recent 


- Today programme on BBC Radio 4, 


John "is race an issue?" Humphreys told 
us that our soldiers will be “re-educated” 
to accept Blacks in the armed forces. 
The pre-Newspeak term was 
“brainwashed.” 


M.F. INGRAMS 
Orpington, Kent 


SIR: If we Britons complain about the 
‘penefits' of the multi-racial society we 
are often told that we have to pay for the 
‘sins’ of a tiny minority of our ancestors 
who traded in Black slaves. Forget the 
fact that Britain put an end to slavery 
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over much of the world, we are all guilty 
and therefore we owe Blacks a living 
here in our own country. 

News from the Sudan puts a different 
light on things. Let us remind ourselves 
that the Sudanese slave trade was 
developed by Muslim invaders in 1821 
and ended by the British in 1899, when 
the south was closed to the Arabs. 

In the lead-up to ‘independence’ there 
was a civil war in the Sudan when the 
African south tried to break away from 
the Arab north. There has been a state 
of political instability ever since and now 
we are told that slavery has returned to 
the Sudan. 

According to a special report in 
Reader's Digest, April 1996: 
"Thousands of men, women and 
children are being taken into bondage. 
A nightmare from the past haunts the 
continent's present." 

The report quotes Abdel Salam, 
Secretary-General of the London-based 
Sudan Human Rights Organisation as 
saying that "taking slaves goes hand in 
hand with the government's concept of 
Islamization." 

Let us not forget that there are also 
growing moves towards "Islamisation" in 
every major city in Britain. Where will it 
all end? 


JOHN PEACOCK 
Leicester, Leics. 


SIR: Now that the idea of a referendum 
on the subject of the Single European 
Currency is developing a head of steam, 
is it not time to press for a referendum 
on that other deadly threat to Britain and 
the idenity, culture and values of the 
British people - the multi-racial society? 


N. G. CHARNLEY 
Blackpool, Lancs. 


SIR: March Spearhead carried two 
letters which were critical of self- 
censorship. | wish to clarify. On the 
question of musical taste there should 
indeed be discussion — but not to the 
point of causing division between 
nationalists. | accept that my words 
could have been misinterpreted. 

As for the monarchy and religion, | do 
not advocate any degree of self- 
censorship here because it already 
exists and has done for some time — 
instituted by party leader John Tyndall. 
Again, this is not an absolute "no 
discussion" rule, simply something that 
ensures that acrimony and division do 
not ensue over these topics. When 
therefore | said music should join the 
monarchy and religion as areas best left 
well alone, | did so in that context. 


TONY LECOMBER 
llford, Essex 


BNP BOOK SERVICE (PHONE AND FAX 0181-316-4721 
154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3D 


NORMALLY OPEN MONDAY TO FRIDAY 10.00am. TO 5.30pm. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £8.95 (paperback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
iterature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. A 
must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 


BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism, Blasting the Historical Blackout 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first 
appeared in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and 
this combined edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 
BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Farand Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titlec ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 


* BELL CURVE (Richard J. Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £25.00. This book, which has aroused 
enormous controversy, deals with differences in 
intellectual capacity among people and groups. 
Although aimed primarily at an American audience it 
has world wide significance. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large 
pages. 

BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoaxdestroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain's disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
S2pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence from EC 
bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 


* BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. 
Subtitled ‘A history of four nations’ this is an outline of 
British history by an academic historian stressing the 
role of the non-English parts of the British Isles. 1989, 
324pp. 


CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and individuals 
seeking tosuppress the historian David Irving's freedom 
to travel and communicate and of the smear campaign 
against him. The book relates largely to Mr. Irving's 
efforts to get into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

* CELTS -- FIRST MASTERS OF EUROPE, THE 
(Christine Eluere) £6.95. A richly illustrated account 
of the arts and military achievements of this remarkable 
people in its pre-Roman and pre-Germanic heyday. 
1992, 175pp. 

* CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks or newspapers. 
A welcome return to print. 1974, 48pp. 


* CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John 
Charmley) £20.00 A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship 1940-57 showing the disastrous 
consequences of Churchill's faith in US friendship. 
1995. xv, 427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain's World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and 


Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal 
charges, which should be estimated by 
calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to order should first enquire. 
Money should be enclosed with all orders. All 
cheques or postal orders should be made out 
to the "BNP Book Service" only, and should 
not be included in remittances sent to 
associated bodies for other items. Orders are 
likely to be dealt with more quickly if ‘BNP 
Book Service’ is marked on the envelope. Please 
send all orders to our mail order address: 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 

New titles are marked with stars * 
Please note this fact, which is of great 
importance: the books sold through the BNP 
Book Service are written by many different 
kinds of authors holding a number of different 
political viewpoints, very few of them being in 
any way connected with the British National 
Party. The party’s Book Service distributes 
these books because it is felt that they fill 
important gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and 
international issues. This does not mean that 
all of what is printed in these books should 
necessarily be taken as representative of the 
policies of the British National Party. We 
reserve the right to differ with some of the 
authors on some parts of their writings. 


the British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill's War in its 
demolition of the myth of Churchill as a great national 
leader. The author is in fact less personally scathing in 
his treatment of his subject than is Irving, even stating 
that Churchill was a ‘great man’. Nevertheless, the 
book highlights our war Premier's overweening personal 
ambition andis particularly critical of his failureto come 
to an agreement with Hitler after British forces had 
been defeated in Europe in 1940. A valuable new 
contribution to revisionist history. 1993, 742pp. 
COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain’s 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 


BOOK OF 
THE MONTH 


THE GREAT 
HOLOCAUST TRIAL 


A stunning 
exposure of 
totalit- 
arianism in 
the heart of 
a so-called 
‘demo- 
cracy’ 

(See this 
page) 


P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 


CONTROL OF THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA 
AND CONDITIONING OF THE PUBLIC MIND (Col. 
B.S. Turner) £9.75. An updated version of articles 
appearing in On Target newsletter. Packed with facts 
about the ownership of the media and their political 
bias. 1992, 34pp (A4). 

CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A bestseller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 

DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. A reprint of an important work on the money 
power and its threat to the freedom of mankind. The 
author was a distinquished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956, rep. 1992, 72pp. 

DID SIX MILLIONREALLY DIE? (Richard Harwood) 
£1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet which strongly refutes 
the official ‘Holocaust’ figures. 28pp. 
DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted worldwide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems in 
America and not just simply the black-white situation. 
2nd edition 1981, 613pp. 

ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £11.75. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £1.00. A 
graphic portrayal of the decay of our political and social 
life by one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.” 1989, 732pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain's membership of the European 
Community -- from the Campaign for an Independent 
Britain. 1992, 69pp. 


GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the 
Bilderberg Group andthe Trilateral Commission. 1980, 
95pp. 

GLOBAL TYRANNY... STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the UN is being developed as an 
omnipotent global government, suppressing national 
identities and human rights. The author is senior editor 
of The New Americanand a John Birch Society officer. 
1992 xvii, 350pp. 


GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look atmodern world history. 1977, 
PP 
GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann Il) £4.00. Very comprehensive and well- 
written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel and 
freedom of speech and inquiry in Canada. 1985, 95pp. 
HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. This latest work by a well-known 
advocate of monetary reform deals also with secret 
politics, media censorship and the movement towards 
a ‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 
HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s 
praia 1933-39 and Hitler's War (1977 ed.). 1991, VI, 
Pp. 
HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE (Prof. 
A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies clinicalmethods 
to an investigation of the ‘Holocaust’ and dissects a 
number of popular myths. 2nd ed. 1977, 315pp. 
(Contd. ovorieat) 
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HOLOCAUST DENIAL: NEW NAZI LIE OR NEW 
INQUISITION? (Alexander Baron) £8.50. An 
independent libertarian researcher defends the rights 
of holocaust revisionists and exposes the lies of the 
individuals and organisations seeking to suppress free 
enquiry on the subject. Packed with facts and 
quotations. 1994, 179pp. 

IMPERIUM (Ulrich Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of the 
post-war period. The author, whose real nanne was 
Francis Parker Yockey, rejects Marx, Freud and other 
‘culture distorters’ and demolishes the whole ideology 
of ‘liberalism.’ Originally published 1948, 625pp. 

1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.20. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? (Robert 
Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal of 
Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? (Prof. 
Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey of 
modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
Awitty and factual examination of currentattitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 

LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gaschambers’ byan American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter effectively 
testified that such installations could not have existed 
in German occupied Europe before or during 1939-45. 
1988, 66pp. 


LIARS OUGHT TO HAVE GOOD MEMORIES 
(Alexander Baron) £4.99. An exposure of the lies and 
crimes of the Searchlight‘mole’ Ray Hillanda demolition 
of his ridiculous book The Other Face of Terror. 1994, 
128pp. r 

MAMMON VERSUS GOD (Dr. Kitty Little) £1.00. 
Describes how financial interests are promoting the 
destruction of nationhood. 1993, 30pp. 


MATTER OF LIFE OR DEBT, A (Eric de Mare) 
£4.75. Adistinguished architectural historian examines 
the flaws in our financial and banking system and 
offers a remedy based on the ideas of C.H. Douglas. 
1983, 140pp. 


MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. A 
fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
century, with white people under the lash of the racial 
‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 

NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£6.50. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up tothe Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the 
honour of being imprisoned without trial for four years 
during World War II, despite his status as a member 
of parlia-ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 
NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of Americanaid. Exposes the myth of American 
‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 

* NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo 
F. Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial tensions 
in a number of areas, showing that they are based not 
on hate or bigotry but on natural, universal tendencies. 
1993, 145pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks 
to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
_ power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional Zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective 
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HIGHLY 
RECOMMENDED 


JAMES GIBB STUART 


and scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist 
book, but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in reply to 
an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with facts and 
cogent argument. 1979, 20 A4 pages. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows 
that a sense of racial identity is an essential element of 
nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue 
has been suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 
1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Cariton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever 
since it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


* RECONSTRUCTION TRILOGY, THE (Thomas 
Dixon) £12.00. A reprint of The Leopard's Spots, The 
klansman and The Traitor, three great novels dealing 
with the ‘Reconstruction’ of the American South after 
the Civil War as seen from the Southern Whites’ point 
of view. Dixon's novels inspired the epic D.W. Griffith 
film Birth of a Nation, the race mixers’ least favourite 
picture. 1902-1907, rep. 1994, xx, 550pp. 
*RESPONSE, THE (James Goldsmith) £5.99. The 
author answers objections from various sources to 
earlier book The Trap. 1995 , 203pp. 


“ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £17.50. A former official of the European 
Commission exposes the lies and deceit involved in 
theestablishment ofthe ERM andthe dangers involved 
in European monetary union and European federalism. 
The book created a sensation on its release last 
Autumn. 1998, xviii, 427pp. 


SEARCHLIGHT ON A SEARCHLIAR (Alexander 
Baron) £2.99. A detailed, factual and annotated 
destruction of the pretensions of Gerry Gable, self- 
styled ‘anti-fascist’ researcher and editor of Searchlight 
magazine. Shortly after this exposure of Gable’s lies, 
the author was assaulted at his home by a group of 
thugs. 1993, 53pp. 

* SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE 
MOVEMENTS (Nesta Webster) £14.00. A standard 
authority on the most important secret societies 
undermining civilisation and Christianity in the 200 
years up to the 1920s. 1924, rep. 1994, 419pp. 
SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) 
£5.99. The author's solution of self-determination for 
Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to 


which the province has been subjected by direct rule. | 


1992, 192pp. 


SEXUAL DEAD-END, THE (Stephen Green) £9.95. 
A factual and scientific description of the threat to 
personal and social health posed by homosexuality, 
with an account of the rise of the ‘Gay Liberation’ 
movements and ‘Gay’ activism. This book is not 


sensationalist but nor is it for the squeamish or easily 
shocked. 1992, 482pp. 

SOME TO MECCA TURN TO PRAY (Mervyn 
Hiskett) £12.95. An examination of Islamic values and 
tradition with important sections on the relations 
between Moslems and host societies and Islam and 
Zionism. 1991, 357pp. 

SPEARHEAD BINDER (£7.60). Made to hold 12 
copies of Spearhead magazine. 

STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an Austrian 
professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 

STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THE (George 
Knupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work by a 
distinguished Russian author dealing with the 
communist and financial conspiracies and showing 
the link between the two. 1986, 240pp. 

SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to Britain's 
survival and offering solutions tothe problem of inflation. 
1971, viii, 124pp. 

THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRACASE (Doug 
Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s courtroom 
defence of the persecuted Canadian schoolteacher 
Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


* TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. A well- 
known businessman defends the concept of the nation 
state and points out the perils of free trade, particularly 
from the far East. 1994, 216pp. 

* TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
& Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and detailed 
exposure of the illegal and unconstitutional action of 
the Government in signing the Treaty of Maastricht. 
1994 123pp. - 


USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author's widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

* VIKING LORDS OF THE SEAS, THE (Yves Cohar) 
£6.95. A beautifully illustrated book showing that the 
Vikings were more than simply plunderers. They were 
explorers and traders with a literature and a system of 
beliefs. 1992, 175pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The 
links between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy by its suggestion that Hitler 
had big financial backing from Wall Street. Read what 
he says and decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 


WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt's son-in-law exposes FDR's responsibility 
for Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel 
prize-winner in chemistry, points theway toa satisfactory 
and beneficial financial system. A long-established 
classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 


*YESTERDAY & TOMORROWE4.50. Acollection of 
articles on ‘The Tradition of National Revolution’. 
Featured authors include Belloc, Chesterton, Fr. Fahey 
and Corneliu Codreanu. 1994, 80pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. Lilienthal) 
£13.00. The second edition of a sensational exposure 
by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. A real 
eye-opener from an author who can't be labelled ‘anti- 
semetic’! 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 
20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of 
Rhodesia and the relationship between communism 
and capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League. 


PUBLICITY 


MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 
A New Way Forward 
A summary of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 79p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the 1992 election. 
Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way Forward 
(above) but with different title, cover design and 
introduction. 79p post-free. 


Where We Stand 

A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to enquirers. 
29p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maastricht 
Treaty. Produced by BNP Devon Branch in collaboration 
with party headquarters. 59p post-free. 


The Enemy Within 


Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of mass 
brainwashing. The booklet comprises the text of an 
official complaint by the party to the Broadcasting 
Complaints Commission. 44p post-free. 

BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This is the publication that so many have been waiting 
for. The handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in promoting 
and building the British National Party at local branch 
level, starting from scratch when the activist is entirely 
alone. This booklet is a mine of information that all 
activists, old and new, will find valuable in the quest to 
make their activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than just an 
armchair nationalist. The Handbook is illustrated and 
runs to 71 pages. £1.86 post-free. 


BNP Propaganda handbook 

Spreading the Word is a new handbook on propaganda 
designedtosupplementthe Activists 'Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and contains five 
sections:- (1) General Principles of Propaganda; (2) 
Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for Elections; (4) Speaking to 
the Media; and (5) Speaking from the platform and 
presentation of Party meetings. Special attention is also 
given to dealing with enemy smears -- valuable for this 
alone. £1.86 post-free. 


BADGES & MERCHANDISE 
BNP Badges 
British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. £1.50 post-free. 


Union Jack lapel badges 


£1.50 each post-free. £1.30 each post-free for 10 or 
more. 


HANG CHILD 
MURDERERS! 


TWO LEAFLETS TO PUSH 


The new hang Child Murderers leaflet & The 
anti-Tory leaflet that is getting big results 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 
BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto sports bags, jackets, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 

Striking new two-sided leaflet. Red, white and blue 
colour scheme lends visual impact to an excellent new 
leaflet. All the best slogans are used including ‘Rebuild 
Britain Now’! which features sections on ‘Health and 
Welfare’, “A Decent Education’, ‘Say No to Europe’! 
and ‘Rebuild Our Industry’. Other slogans used include 
‘Time For A New Party’; ‘Join Us’! and ‘Make Britain 
Safe’! which focuses on crime-ridden Britain and 
identifies our solutions, including the rebuilding of a 
sense of national community -- possible only in an all- 
white Britain! This is the fourth ‘Spearhead’ leaflet that 
the party is pushing this year in the run up to the General 
Election and is sure to generate interest. £9.50 per 
1,000, with postage charges of £4.70 for 1,000 and 
£5.25 for 2,000. 


Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed 
for general recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of 
best known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 


Defend Britain's Fishermen! Attacks the betrayal of the 
fishing industry. Especially suitable for giving out in fishing 
areas. 

Hang Child Murderers! New leaflet -- replacing old one 
on same issue. Calls for the death penalty for the killing of 
little children -- especially topical following gruesome 
West case. 


Why Britain detests-the Tories Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters, listing the failures of the 
Major government. 


These leaflets cost £5.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.70 for 1,000 and £5.25 for 2,000. 


BNP RECORDINGS 


Rally ’95. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. Hear 
and see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William 
Pierce and John Tyndall. 

Video for Rally ’95 costs £15.00 plus 98p p&p. 


Rally °94. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally. 
staged near London on November 5th 1994. Hear and 
see speeches by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds. Gunther 
Deckhert. Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and 
John Tyndall. 


Rally °93. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged just outside London on November 6th 1993. 
Hear and see speeches by John Morse, David Bruce, 
Kirk Lyons, Claude Comilleau and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally °91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Lecomber, Steve Smith, RichardEdmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally inLondon 
on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches by Mark 
Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony Morgan, David 
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This is the latest British National Party 
rally video. This is the November 1995 
rally the authorities tried their best to stop. 
Hear and see John Morse, Richard 
Edmonds, Michael Newland and John 
Tyndall, with special guests from overseas 
Thomas Andersson (Sweden) and Dr. 
William L. Pierce (U.S.A.) 


Price is £15.00 plus 98p p&p. 


Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in London 
on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches by Ronald 
Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter Peel, Richard 
Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David Bruce and John 
Tyndall. 
Videos for Rally ’87 to Rally ’94 cost just £12.00 plus 
98p p&p. 
Audio tape 
Rally ’95. Tape-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. Hear 
speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas 
Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and 
John Tyndall. £6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 


Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White Race 
patriots. Truth At Last is not a BNP publication but the 
topics are most enlightening covered as they are with 
total freedom of speech and frankness. Send £5 note for 
trial 6 month subscription. Obtainable from: Truth At 
Last, PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL VANGUARD 


Serious and thoughtful magazine produced by Dr. William 
L. Pierce of the National Alliance but of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears irregularly. Send 
US$5.50 for sample. 6 issue subscription: air mail US$30: 
surface mail US$18. Ensure to remit in US currency only. 
PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, USA. 
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As the General Election looms, it's time for BNP units to take the initiative locally. To boost 
recruitment and earn voter recognition, all party activists must get out and 


GRAB THE HEADLINES ! 


SICK of “Politically Correct” teachers, 
local councillors, theatre companies and 
pressure groups forcing race-mixing and 
homosexuality on ordinary Britons and 
our children? There’s no point complaining 
unless you are prepared to do something 
aboutit. Sostop moaning and take ACTION! 
These PC perverts are spreading their poison 
not just nationally through the mass media 
but at a local level in virtually every townand 
city in the land. Their twisted schemes are 
constantly being exposed and ridiculed in the 
newspapers, but they go ahead with them 
anyway and no one actually opposes them. 
This is why the Politically Correct lobby, 
although a tiny minority, is winning. 


It could all be very different. It wouldn’t take 
many noisy demonstrations against the most 
outrageous anti-white plays, or pickets outside 
the homes of school-teachers who abuse their 
positions to corrupt primary-school children 
with race-mixing propaganda and pro-queer 
poison, to make these creeps realise that 
being exposed in the Sun or the Mail is only 
the start of their problems. They must be 
shown that ordinary Britons simply aren’t 
prepared to stand by and let them spread their 
sick ideas unopposed. If they find that this 


Enemies unite to condemn BNP 


makes their lives a bit uncomfortable, they 
will begin to think twice about whether it’s 
all worthwhile. Quite simply, they’ll start to 
keep their heads down. 


Yet this will only happen if there is a 
nationwide campaign to put pressure on these 
creatures whenever and wherever they crawl 
out of the woodwork. And there is no 
organisation capable of this except the BNP. 
The British National Party is the only serious, 
publically-recognised and nationwide white 
nationalist organisation in Britain. If we 
don’t do it, no one will. 


So get organised and get active. Every 
BNP unit must organise a small team of 
activists ready and willing to oppose 
Politically Correct perversion whenever it 
raises its ugly head in its area. Neighbouring 
units must keep in touch to arrange joint 
demonstrations and to ensure that they 
have the capability to produce short runs 
of simple yet hard-hitting local leaflets 
exposing the perverts whever they live, 
work and try to peddle their filth. 


Such actions will not only put the brakes on 
the spread of PC propaganda, they will often 


_-- BUILD THE 


‘Far East: £27.300 


i PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in pounds sterling. If 

| remittance is in any other currency, an additional banker's charge of £4.50 is 
required with cheques and money orders and £2.50 with banknotes. 
Discounts for bulk purchases as follows:- 10-19 copies: 80p each; 20-49 copies: 72p 

i each; 50-99 copies: 60p each; 100-199 copies: 50p each; 200-499 copies: 43p each; 

§ 500 copies or over: 40p each (For advice on postal rates please contact our office). 
All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to 
Spearhead c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment 
for Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 


How to obtain Spearhead : 


J Don't miss your monthly copy of Spearhead — Britain's premier nationalist magazine. Becoming 
: a subscriber guarantees that you'll Keep your collection up to date with regular copies ‘hot off the 

press.’ And income from subscriptions helps to maintain Spearhead's long record of frank and 
| fearless comment on the state of Britain and the world. So subscribe today! 


POP eee) 
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i “The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 


1 Britishisles: £16.250 Overseas surface mail: £18.350 Unsealed air mailEurope: £19.300 
Unsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N&S America: £25.700 Unsealed air mail Australasia, 
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get coverage in the local press which will 
boost morale, attract new recruits and re- 
activate a few old faces who haven’t been 
doing much recently. So start looking for 
opportunities to oppose the perverts now. 
Save our children and build the BNP! 


Spread the word and 
encourage others to take 
action too. Don’t forget to 
send action reports and press 
cuttings to Spearhead and 
British Nationalist. 


PARTY ! 


BUILD THE BNP 
READ AND SELL 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


The monthly official BNP newspaper. 8 
big pages packed with news the controlled 
mass media don't want you to know. 
Latest edition reveals that the 
government estimates that 27 new towns, 
each the size of Milton Keynes, will be 
needed to cope with the coming stampede 
from Hong Kong. Plus an exclusive 
feature on the brutal murder of 
Christopher Farrell in an unprovoked 
racial attack in Leicester — yet another 
killing hushed up by the press and police 
chiefs because the victim was white. 


For sample copy, bulk rates and 
subscription details, send 50p or 2 IRC's 
to British Nationalist, PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


With a general election that could come 
later this year, the British National Party has 
recently undergone a thorough reorgan- 
isation aimed at bringing its units up to the 
highest possible efficiency in the way both 
of preparation for the election itself and of 
general operational performance. 

David Bruce and David King have been 
appointed Assistant National Organisers 
(Richard Edmonds remains National Organ- 
iser). Messrs. Bruce and King will have the 
job of keeping in continual contact with 
units around the country to monitor their 
activity, growth and progress and, where 
applicable, their state of readiness to contest 
seats in the general election. 

For some time, there have been consider- 
able inequalities in performance between 
different BNP units possessing the same 
resources of membership. The task of these 
two Assistant National Organisers will be to 
give the lower performing units the help, 
encouragement and know-how necessary for 
them to raise their standards up to the level 
of the better ones, while keeping in touch 
with ail units in respect of their activities. 

Both these two new national officers are 
admirably qualified for their jobs, being 
leaders in two of the most successful areas 
in the party, David Bruce in North London 
and East Herts. and David King in Inner 
East London. Both head areas that are way 
ahead of others in sales of the party’s 
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BNP gears up for election 


REORGANISATION AIMS AT GREATER 
EFFICIENCY IN ALL UNITS 


As part of this scheme of reorganisation, 
the party will henceforth go back to putting 
into regular operation the practice of making 
distinctions between branches and groups, 
and of requiring every unit representing 
itself as a branch to have a certificate of 


GETTING UNITS UP TO SCRATCH 


authorisation to do so, which will be renew- 
able at the beginning of every year. This 
practice has been in suspension for some 
time though being stipulated in the party’s 
Constitution and Activists’ Handbook. A list 
of units with their current branch or group 
rating is appearing in the May issue of 
British Nationalist, and branch certificates 
will have been issued by the time this report 
reaches readers. 


‘newspaper British Nationalist. When either 
of them phones an organiser and tells him 
that his branch can do better in its BN sales 
quota, he knows what he’s talking about! 

David Bruce’s area of liaison will cover 
the North of England and Scotland, while 
that of David King will cover the remainder 
of the United Kingdom outside London, 
where other monitoring arrangements will 
be in force. 

It should be stressed that the role of these 
officers will be essentially one of liaison and 
they will not have executive authority over 
the decisions of local organisers in their 
respective areas — which will lie solely with 
the National Organiser and, where necess- 
ary, the party leader. They will be the ‘eyes 
and ears’ of the party leadership with regard 
to progress in all units all over the country, 
and in turn the media through which the 
party leadership will communicate the call 
for greater action and a higher literature 
output where these are required. 

It is most important that all local officers 
give Messrs. Bruce and King their fullest 
co-operation in the task for which they have 
been appointed. 


David Bruce Hi left) and David King (above right) will be paced as Assistant 

National Organisers, drawing upon their own knowledge and experience in the 

leadership of successful branches to help other units to better their performance in 
local activities 


By the time te — reaches 
_ the reader, the results of the local _to the 
goveroment elections due on the | Engl 
a : 


the British National Party is 
making a very limited bid in oo 
7 elections desea most of the 
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Why does the BNP exist and what is its ultimate purpose? To 
send the Blacks home? To smash the IRA? To restore law and 
order? To rebuild British industry? Of course, all these things are 
important elements in the party’s political programme and all are 
essential to secure Britain’s future. 


But, in the struggle ahead, every BNP activist and every member of 
the public whom we reach with our message, must be inspired by 
the fact that we represent something greater, higher and more 
fundamental than a mere political party. They must know that we 
representthe vanguard of a beautiful and noble dea which transcends 
politics and economics — an idea which embraces the very essence 
of our lives and gives to them their basic meaning and purpose. 


That idea is encapsulated in the face of the white child shown here. 
It is an idea which is inherent in our racial souls, a call of the blood 
which reaches from our ancestors across the centuries, and upon 
which the future of civilised life in this country — andin the entire world 
~ depends. 


We are warriors with a Holy and eternal mission to secure the 
advancement and survival of our race — arace which has, throughout 
human history, represented the highest form of life on this planet, 
and which has led the world from anarchy and darkness to civilisation 
and the stars. Quite simply, if the light goes out on the white 
race, it goes out on the world. 


We in the BNP carry on our shoulders the responsibility of keeping 
this light burning in the midst of the heaviest storms which our race 
has ever faced. For ourselves and for the British people whom we 
must win over, the BNP must come to represent everything that 
makes life in this decadent, decaying and filthy society worth living. 
We mustbe the embodiment of the striving of our people for a higher 
form of consciousness and existence. We must plant the physical 
and spiritual seeds of racial regeneration and progress. We must 
secure a future for white children in Britain and across the 
world. 


Our Cause is morally right and just — try looking into the innocent 
eyes of a little white child and claiming that it is not. We must be 
totally imbued with the moral righteousness of our Cause and never 
shirk from declaring it. We must impress upon even our enemies 
our moral superiority and never try to avoid their condemnation or 
hatred, for these are signs of our credibility and potential. We must 
be intolerant and aggressive towards the extremist attempts to 
destroy our children’s future and to turn out the lights on 
everything which is beautiful and noble in our world. 


Only by demonstrating to the British people our uncompromisng 
strength and conviction will they come to respect and support us in 


the numbers necessary to win back our country. The future of the 
BNP — and consequently of our folk — depends upon the level of 
fanatical devotion which we, the vanguard of a new philosophy of 
Life, display in promoting our Cause against all comers. 


We mustnot see this mission as a burden; on the contrary, we must 
take it up with glad hearts, privileged to be the enlightened standard 
bearers ofthe greatestrace the world has ever seen. The BNP must 
take on the aura of a religious order manned by fanatical apostles 
of a revolutionary idea, displaying extraordinary levels of creativity 
and sacrifice. We must declare with unnerving confidence across 
the nation the rallying cry: ‘Tomorrow Belongs To Us!” 


“Our creed is one of heroism, and the coming epoch 
calls for the retum of the heroic virtues. Not for us the 
cosy tranquillity of the political soft option; for us only 

the long march through the cold night which must 
precede the glorious dawn.” 


— John Tvndall, The Eleventh Hour. 


Join the British National Party Today! 


For more information send 50p, 
or a larger donation, to:- 

The Secretary 

clo P.O. Box 117, 

WELLING 

KENT DA16 3DW 

‘PHONE 0374-454893 
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